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GOVERNORS FOR 1959 


ALASKA 


VOTES V7, °FMOCRATIC GOVERNORSHIPS 


NOV. 25, 1958 
REPUBLICAN GOVERNORSHIPS 


INDICATES PARTY SWITCH 
IN 1958 ELECTION 


Week ending Nov. 7, 1958 





Democrats Sweep 1958 Elections; Will Have 
62 Senators, 282 Representatives, 34 Governors 


Democrats achieved major gains inthe Nov. 4 election 
contests for Senators, Representatives and Governors 
as a record number of Americans went to the polls for 
the mid-term voting. 

Preliminary figures indicated the turnout would top 
the previous off-year record of 42,582,927, 

In a sweep that began Sept. 8 in Maine’s last early 
election and expanded across the country, Democrats: 

@ Elected 26 Senators, putting 62 Democrats in the 
Senate, 13 more than they had in the last Congress and 
their highest total since 1940, when they held 66 seats. 

@ Elected 282 Representatives, 47 more than they had 
in the last Congress and their highest total since 1936, 
when 331 Democrats went into the House. (Illinois’ 23rd 
District, counted Democratic here, is in some doubt.) 

@ Elected 25 Governors, making a total of 34, a gain of 
five and their highest total since 1936, when they had 38. 
(Nebraska, counted Democratic here, still awaits absentee 
ballot returns.) 

The new state of Alaska will elect a Governor, two 
Senators and a Representative Nov. 25 to complete the 
1958 election. 

A brief, state-by-state summary of the election 
results appears on p. 1402, Senatgscontests are outlined 
in more detail on p. 1407; Housee6ntests, on p. 1409; and 
gubernatorial races on p. 1412. 

An analysis of the effect of the election changes on 
the character of the 86th Congress is on p. 1403.Labor’s 
showing in the election is discussed on p. 1405. 


GAINS AND LOSSES 


The summaries below show the changes in party 
alignment of Senators, Representatives and Governors: 


Senate 


Democrats Republicans 


Previous Lineup 49 47 
Not Up in 1958 36 26 
At Stake in 1958 13 21 
Elected in 1958 26 8 
New Lineup 62 34 


SWITCHES -- Democrats gained seats in California, 
Connecticut, Indiana, Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, Nev- 
ada, New Jersey, Ohio, Utah, West Virginia (2) and Wyo- 
ming. Total: 13. Democrats lost no seats they had 
previously held. 


House 


The lineup of House seats in the 85thCongress, with 
vacancies credited to the party last holding them, was 
235 Democrats and 200 Republicans. 

One of the 235 Democrats wasRep. Vincent J. Dellay 
of New Jersey’s 14th District. He was elected as a 
Republican in 1956, but later formally switched his 
allegiance to the Democrats. He ran for reelection as 
an Independent but was defeated byaDemocrat. The 14th 
District is included below in the list of Districts that 
switched to the Democrats in 1958. 


The indicated lineup of House seats in the 86th 
Congress is 282 Democrats and 153 Republicans, That is 
a net gain of 47 seats for the Democrats. 

One contest was not finally settled Nov. 6. That was 
in Illinois’ 23rd District, where George E. Shipley (D) 
led Rep. Charles W. Vursell (R). 

With these explanations, the following shows the 
change in House membership: 


Democrats Republicans 





Previous Lineup 235 200 
New Lineup 282 153 


SWITCHES -- Democrats gained one or more seats in 
these states (includes N.J, 14th and Ill, 23rd): California 
(3); Colorado; Connecticut (6); Delaware; Illinois (3); 
Indiana (6); Iowa (3); Kansas (2); Kentucky; Maine; Mary- 
land (3); Massachusetts; Michigan; Nebraska (2); New 
Jersey; New York (2); North Dakota; Ohio (3); Penn- 
sylvania (3); Utah; Vermont; West Virginia; and Wis- 
consin (2). 

Democrats lost only one seat to the Republicans. 
State Rep. Odin Langen (R) defeated Rep. Coya Knutson 
(D) in Minnesota’s 9th District. Factional differences 
within the Democratic party plus the well-publicized 
“‘Coya Come Home’”’ campaign of Mrs. Knutson’s es- 
tranged husband were factors in her defeat. 

One other Democratic incumbent was defeated inthe 
general election. He was Rep. Brooks Hays (D) of 
Arkansas’ 5th District, who lost to anindependent, write- 
in candidate, Dr. Dale Alford. Alford isa segregationist 
member of the Little Rock School Board and his criticism 
of Hays’ efforts to mediate the struggle between the 
Federal Government and Arkansas Gov. Orval E, Faubus 
(D) over the integration of Little Rock schools was the 
chief factor in the campaign. Alford announced after his 
victory that he would sit as a Democrat, not an Indepen- 
dent, in the House, so Hays’ defeat did not actually cost 
the Democrats a seat. 


Governors 


Democrats Republicans 
Previous Lineup 29 19 
Not Up in 1958 9 6 
At Stake in 1958 20 “ 13 
Elected in 1958 25* 8 
New Lineup 34* 14 


SWITCHES -- Democrats gained governorships in 
California, Maryland, Nebraska*, Nevada, New Mexico, 
Ohio, South Dakota, Wisconsin and Wyoming. Total: 9. 

Republicans gained governorships in Arizona, New 
York, Oregon and Rhode Island. Total: 4. 

* Includes Nebraska, where the apparent victory of 
Democrat Ralph G. Brooks (D) could be upset by the 
count of absentee ballots. 
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New Districts Elect Democrats 


Two newly created Congressional Districts 
elected Democrats in 1958, as expected. 

Texas’ 22nd District, carved out of Harris County 
(Houston), to replace the abolished At Large seat held 
by Rep. Martin Dies (D), elected the Democratic 
nominee, County Judge Bob Casey. 

Washington’s 7th District, created in a general 
redistricting that eliminated the At Large seat, 
elected Rep. Don Magnuson (D), who formerly held the 
At Large seat. 

The Washington redistricting was performed bya 
Democratic legislature and it was expected to yield 
at least two new Democratic Representatives from the 
state. But Republicans bucked the odds and retained 
their 6-1 edge in the delegation. 











Highlights of Voting 


While the election results generally confirmed the 
pre-election predictions of a Democratic landslide, there 
were enough variations in the pattern to provide post- 
election analysts with plenty of material for thought. 
Some of the standout developments: 

DEMOCRATS -- Democrats had a long roster of 
bright spots and a few disappointments. 

Gov.-elect Edmund G, (Pat) Brown of California 
paced the biggest West Coast victory, but an even more 
thorough sweep was led on the East Coast by Gov. 
Abraham A, Ribicoff (D) of Connecticut, where Demo- 
crats captured every Congressional office. 

Party unity was the key to several victories. Indiana 
Democrats, long feuding among themselves, managed an 
amazing display of strength by winning their first Senate 
seat in 20 years and defeating six GOP Representatives. 
New-found harmony in Nevada enabled the Democrats to 
sweep the top three contests in that state. The ‘‘unity 
ticket’? of Democrats in Maryland captured everything 
but the Senate race. 

Four Midwestern states that first showed Democratic 
strength in 1956 or 1957 added to it this year. Iowa and 
Kansas reelected Governors and added five House seats. 
South Dakota Democrats kept a bitterly-contested House 
seat and captured the Governorship. Wisconsin reelected 
a Senator who won in 1957, added a Governor and two 
new Representatives. 

Nebraska Democrats staged a remarkable revolt, 
electing two Representatives and, apparently, aGovernor 
as well. Even North Dakota relaxed its Republicanism 
enough to send one Democrat to the House. 

Entrenched Democratic organizations in Massa- 
chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, New Jersey and Pennsyl- 
vania all turned in some gains for the party, but there 
were disappointments in all five states as well. 

Ohio Democrats stood out with a new Governor and 
Senator and three new Representatives. Utah returned 
to the Democratic column after along absence by electing 
a Senator and Representative. West Virginia came back to 
the Democrats after a shorter vacation, and more deci- 
sively -- two Senate seats and a Housedistrict switched. 

Vermont elected its first Democrat to the House 
since 1852, and Wyoming surprised by ousting GOP incum- 
bents from the Senate and governorship. 

REPUBLICANS -- The election of Nelson A, Rocke- 
feller (R) as Governor of New York was undoubtedly the 





most significant Republican victory in terms of national 


politics, but there were a few other spots of cheer for - 


the GOP. Gubernatorial victories in Oregon and Rhode 
Island represented remarkable comebacks for the badly- 
beleaguered Republican organizations in those states, 

Reelection of Sen, Barry Goldwater (R Ariz.), whois 
as far to the right in the Republican party as Rockefeller 
is to the left, was the only personal victory that could be 
compared to Rockefeller’s. Just as Rockefeller helped 
anunderdogGOP Senate candidate to victory, so Gold- 
water’s coattails helped boost a longshot Republican into 
the Arizona governorship. 


ELECTION ANALYSIS 


What produced the Democratic sweep? That question 
will occupy election analysts for months. Some clues 
may be found in a study of the states and districts that 
switched to the Democrats inthis year’s Senate and House 
voting. (For a similar analysis of the 1956 election, see 
1957 Almanac p. 803) 

Where did the changes take place? Asthe table below 
shows, Republican losses were proportionally heavier in 
the Senate than in the House throughout the country. As 














expected, Republican Representatives in the South came 





through the election with less damage than their colleagues 





in any section of the country. (Weekly Report p. 1235) 





In the Senate races, the heaviest Republican losses, 
proportionally, were in the West, followed by the Midwest 








and the East. Inthe House races, the heaviest GOP losses 





were in the Midwest, followed by the East and the West. 





One reason for the wide difference in the proportion 
of Republican Senate and House losses inthe West is that 
most of the GOP House seats are inCalifornia, where the 
GOP Legislature drew district lines to protect Republican 
incumbents from defeat. (See Editorial Research Report 
on Unequal Representation, Oct. 29, 1958) 


Where Republicans Lost 


GOP Seats GOP Seats Proportion 

SOUTH At Stake Lost Lost 

Senate 0 -- -- 

House 10 1 10% 
EAST 

Senate 10 5 50% 

House 74 20 27% 
MIDWEST 

Senate 6 4 67% 

House 83 23 28% 
WEST 

Senate 5 4 80% 

House 31 5 16% 


According to Congressional Quarterly’s analysis of 
1950 census figures, 28 of the Democratic House gains 
came in predominantly urban districts; 21, in predomin- 








antly rurai or small towndistricts. The changes in popula- 





tion that have occurred since 1950 probably would throw a 
few more ofthese switch districts intothe urban category. 


Organization Weakness 


Why did the Republicans lose? ‘That question, of 
course, can be answered only bythe voters, but, a look at 
the places where the switches occured offers some clues 
to what happened. 
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One factor in the GOP defeat almost certainly was 
the weakness of Republican organizations in many parts 
of the country. The GOP inmany areas seemed to depend 
more on the appeal of an individual than on the basic 
strength of the party. 

For example, President Eisenhower in 1956 carried 
all 17 states and all 49 Congressional Districts where 











In 1956, it jumped to eight, adding South Dakota Ist, 
Iowa 6th, Montana 2nd and Kansas 5th Districts. 

This year it went up again to 13. The Democratic 
gains were in North Dakota At Large, Nebraska 3rd and 
4th, Iowa 2nd and Colorado 2nd Districts. 

Thus, in three elections, the top 20 farm districts 
have increased their Democratic representation in the 








Republicans lost a Senator, Governor or Representative 


House from three to 13 Members. 





this year. His personal victory apparently did not lead to 
strengthened Republican organizations in those states and 
districts. 

Again, 13 Republican Senators who were elected on the 
ticket with Mr. Eisenhower in 1952 sought reelectionthis 
year. Only five of them -- Sens. Goldwater, Williams, 
Beall, Hruska and Langer -- were able to make it on their 
own. Forty-eight Congressional Districts sent new mento 
the House inthe 1952 voting. Inthe new Congress, only 31 
of those districts will be represented by Republicans. 

Nor is Mr. Eisenhower the only candidate the Repub- 
licans have grown to depend on. They also lean on their 
incumbents in Congress. This year, for instance, there 
were 32 House districts where the Republican incumbent 
was not a candidate for reelection. In only 18 of the 32 
districts were the Republicans able to produce a new 
winning candidate. ‘Their rate of loss in these districts 




















was more than twice as great as in the districts where 
the incumbent sought reelection. 


Economic Factors 


Another major factor in the Republican defeat 
apparently was the economic recession. 

CQ’s analysis of the 1950 census figures showed 
that 28 of the 49 Congressional Districts lost by Repub- 
licans this year contained more than average numbers of 
“blue collar’’ workers. Nationally, in 1950, 48.9 percent 
of the workers were in blue collar, or non-farm laboring 
jobs. The 28 districts lost by the GOP this year had up- 
wards of 50 percent blue collar workers. Many of them 
were in areas hard-hit by the recession. 

Democrats have always predominated in these heavy 
labor districts. Even in the Eisenhower year of 1956, 
the Congressional districts with more than 60 percent 
blue collar workers sent 41 Democrats and 11 Repub- 
licans tothe House. This year twoof those 11 Republicans 
went down to defeat in Connecticut’s 5th District and New 
Jersey’s 14th District. (For background, see 1957 
Almanac p. 808) 

The immediate reason for the trend to Democrats 
in farm areas is less apparent, since 1958 was con- 
sidered a relatively prosperous year for farmers -- 
certainly an improvement over conditions in the 1956 
election year. 

Yet the growth of Democratic strength infarm areas 
is unmistakable. It is indicated by the victories of 
Democratic gubernatorial or Senatorial candidates in such 
states as Colorado, Indiana, Minnesota, Nebraska, South 
Dakota, Wisconsin and Wyoming. 

The most dramatic evidence of this trend, however, 
is the story of what has happened in the 20 richest farm 
districts in the country -- computed by CQ from the 1954 
census figures on value of farm marketings. (See 1957 
Almanac p. 810). 

In the 1952 election, the 20 richest farm districts 
elected only three Democrats to the House,from Calif. 
14th, Texas 19th and Arkansas Ist Districts. 

In 1954, the number of Democrats was increased to 
four, as California’s 12th District switched. 























Negro Voting 


The trend in Negro voting is almost impossible to 
analyze until detailed returns are available. A few 
clues appear from the switches. Most of the switch 
districts had few Negroes. According to the CQ analysis 
of 1950 census figures, 40 of the 49 Districts that switched 


’ Democratic had fewer than 5 percent Negro population. 


(The percentage may have increased markedly since 
1950, however, in some of those districts.) 

One rather remarkable fact does suggest that the 
predicted Democratic trend among Negro voters may have 





developed. CQ figures show that there were only 35 





Congressional Districts outside the South where Negroes 





made up more than 10 percent of the population in 1950. 





In the 1956 Congressional election, those 35 Districts 
elected 28 Democrats and seven Republicans. This year 








four of the seven Republican Districts switched to the 





Democrats. The switches occurred in California 7th, 
Delaware At Large, Indiana 11th and Maryland Ist 
Districts. Republicans retained control of only three of 
the 35 districts -- New Jersey 2nd, Ohio 2nd and 12th. 


1960 and Beyond 


The implications of the 1958 voting were many. 
President Eisenhower, faced as no other President ever 
had been with his third opposition Congress in a row, 
conceded failure in his effort to convince voters that the 
Republican party offered the kind of ‘‘moderate, respon- 
sible’? Government he personally hoped to achieve. (See 
press conference text, p. 1435) Democrats viewed the 
returns as a repudiation, not only of the GOP, but of the 
President’s personal leadership. 

Vice President Richard M. Nixon said the Republican 
failure was in organization, not philosophy. His own 
hopes for nomination and 2lection to the Presidency had 
been jolted by the Democratic victory in his home state 
of California and the emergence of Nelson A, Rockefeller 
as a potential rival for the nomination, 

Democratic Congressional leaders said the election 
was an endorsement of their own form of ‘‘moderation,’’ 
but the political coloration of the new Democrats in 
Congress seemed certain to force the leadershipto adopt 
more liberal stands. (See p. 1403). 

Even in their moment of triumph, the Democrats 
faced major problems. The lurking danger of a North- 
South breakup over the civil rights issue was dramatized 
by the defeat of moderate Rep. Brooks Hays (D Ark.) by 
an outspoken segregationist. 

And, while virtually every hopeful Democratic Sen- 
ator and Governor had some 1958 election achievement to 
claim, the party still lacked a single standout Presidential 
candidate, 

In all this mass of speculation, one thing was almost a 
safe bet. The Democrats, who have 62 Senators now and 
only ten seats at stake outside the South in 1960, are 
almost guaranteed control of the Senate for the next four 
years. 
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State-by-State Digest of Election Results 


ALABAMA -- Attorney General John Patterson (D) elected 
Governor and nine Democrats returned to House. 
ALASKA -- Elections to be held Nov. 25. 


ARIZONA -- Sen, Barry Goldwater (R) reelected. Paul 
Fannin (R) is new Governor, replacing Ernest W. McFarland (D), 
who lost to Goldwater. No change in 1-1 House division. 

ARKANSAS -- Gov. Orval Faubus (D) gained thirdterm. Rep. 
Brooks Hays (D) defeated by write-in segregationist Dr. Dale 
Alford. 


CALIFORNIA -- Democratic sweep retired Sen. William F, 
Knowland (R) and Gov. Goodwin J. Knight (R) from political scene, 
made Attorney General Edmund G, (Pat) Brown(D) Governor, Rep. 
Clair Engle (D) Senator and captured 3 House seats from the GOP. 
A fourth House seat was in doubt. 


COLORADO -- Gov. Stephen L. R. McNichols (D) reelected. 
Democrats took one of two GOP House seats. 

CONNECTICUT -- Reelected Gov. Abraham Ribicoff (D) set 
pace as ex-Rep. Thomas J. Dodd (D) defeated Sen. William A, 
Purtell (R) and Democrats ousted all six Republican House incum- 
bents. 


DELAWARE -- Sen. John J. Williams (R) reelected, but switch 
House seat fell to Democrats. 

FLORIDA -- Sen. Spessard L. Holland (D), seven Democratic 
Representatives and one GOP House Member, Rep. William C., 
Cramer, won. 


GEORGIA -- Lt. Gov. Ernest Vandiver (D) moved up to Gov- 
ernor and ten House Democrats were uncontested. 

IDAHO -- Gov. Robert E. Smylie (R) had close call for re- 
election. Each party retained its House Member. 


ILLINOIS -- Democrats took two House seats fromGOP, with 
a third GOP seat in doubt. 

INDIANA -- Mayor R,. Vance Hartke (D) of Evansville defeats 
Gov. Harold W. Handley (R) for Senator. Democrats retire six of 
nine House Republicans. 


IOWA -- Gov. Herschel C, Loveless (D) reelected. Democrats 
captured three of GOP’s seven House Members. 

KANSAS -- Democrats gave Gov. George Docking (D) asecond 
term, defeated two of five GOP House Members. 


KENTUCKY -- Rep. John M, Robsion Jr. (R) defeated in tradi- 
tionally Republican Louisville -- only GOP setback in the South. 

LOUISIANA -- Seven incumbent Democrats and one freshman 
Democrat elected to House. 


MAINE -- Started Democratic trend Sept. 8 by electing Gov. 
Edmund S. Muskie (D) to the Senate over Sen. Frederick G, Payne 
(R), keeping the governorship and one House seat Democratic and 
defeating one of two remaining Republican Representatives. 


MARYLAND -- Defeat of Baltimore Mayor Thomas 
D’Alesandro by Sen. J. Glenn Beall (R) in the Senate race marred 
Democratic sweep. Comptroller J. Millard Tawes (D) is new 
Governor. Democrats defeated last three Republicans in House 
delegation. 


MASSACHUSETTS -- Sen. John F. Kennedy (D) and Gov. 
Foster Furcolo (D) easily re2lected. Democrats gained one House 
seat. 

MICHIGAN -- Gov. G. Mennen Williams (D) won sixth term. 
Lt. Gov. Philip A. Hart (D) defeated Sen. Charles E, Potter (R). 
Republicans lost a House seat. 


MINNESOTA -- Gov. Orville L. Freeman (D) reelected. Rep. 
Eugene J, McCarthy (D) ended Senate tenure of Sen. Edward J. Thye 
(R). But controversial Rep. Coya Knutson (D) earned the dubious 
distinction of being the only Democrat in Congress to lose to a 
Republican. 


MISSISSIPPI -- Sen. John C, Stennis (D) and six incumbent 
Democratic Representatives unopposed. 

MISSOURI -- Sen. Stuart Symington (D) easy winner. No 
change in House lineup of 10 Democrats, one Republican. 

MONTANA -- Sen. Mike Mansfield (D) and two Democratic 
Representatives reelected. 
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NEBRASKA -- Democratic uprising apparently elected under- 
dog Ralph G, Brooks (D), Governor, defeated two of four Republican 
House Members, Sen. Roman L, Hruska (R) bucked tide for 
reelection. 

NEVADA -- Democratic sweep, Howard W, Cannon (D) ended 
Senate tour of Sen, George W. Malone (R). Grant Sawyer (D) beat 
Gov, Charles H, Kussell (R). Democrats held lone House seat, 


NEW HAMPSHIRE -- Wesley Powell (R) kept governorship, 
Voters returned two GOP incumbents to House. 

NEW_JERSEY -- Democrats took Senate seat, with ex- 
Rep. Harrison A, Williams (D) winner over Rep. Robert W. Kean 
(R); also captured one GOP House seat. 

NEW_ MEXICO -- Sen. Dennis Chavez (D) reelected. John 
Burroughs (D) ousted Gov. Edwin L, Mechem (R). Democrats 
retain both House seats. 


NEW_YORK -- Nelson A. Rockefeller (R) won national atten- 
tion by defeating Gov. Averell Harriman (D), helped Rep. Kenneth 
B. Keating (R) defeat Frank S, Hogan (D) for the Senate. Demo- 
crats gain two House seats. 

NORTH CAROLINA -- Appointed Sen. B, Everett Jordan (D) 
elected to short term. No change in House lineup of 11 Demo- 
crats, one Republican. 

NORTH DAKOTA -- Sen. William Langer (R) and Gov. John 
E, Davis (R) reelected. Democrats gained one of two House seats. 


OHIO -- Democratic surge enabled Michael V. DiSalle (D) 
to defeat Gov. C. William O’Neill (R), ex-Rep. Stephen M. Young 
(D) to upset Sen. John W. Bricker (R). Republicans also lost 
three House seats. 

OKLAHOMA -- J. Howard Edmondson (D) a walkaway for 
Governor. No change in 5-1 Democratic edge in House. 

OREGON -- Secretary of State Mark Hatfield (R) beat Gov. 
Robert D. Holmes (D). House delegation remained three Demo- 
crats, one Republican. 


PENNSYLVANIA -- Pittsburgh Mayor David L, Lawrence (D) 
kept the governorship in Democratic hands, but outgoing Gov. 
George M. Leader (D) lost Senate bid to Rep. Hugh Scott (R). 
Democrats gain three House seats. 

RHODE ISLAND -- Sen. John O. Pastore (D) reelected but 
Christopher Del Sesto (R) defeated Gov. Dennis J. Roberts (D). 
Both House Democrats won reelection. 

SOUTH CAROLINA -- Lt. Gov. Ernest F. Hollings (D) moves 
up tc Governor. Democratic House delegation unopposed. 


SOUTH DAKOTA -- Ralph Herseth (D) captured governorship 
from the GOP. House seats again split 1-1. 

TENNESSEE -- Sen, Albert Gore (D) returned to Senate and 
Buford Ellington (D) moved in as Governor. No change in House 
lineup of seven Democrats, two Republicans. 

TEXAS -- Rep. Bruce Alger (R) held on as lone GOP 
Representative. Sen. Ralph W. Yarborough (D) and Gov. Price 
Daniel (D) reelected. 


UTAH -- Frank E. Moss (D) won three-way Senate race over 
Sen, Arthur V, Watkins (R) and ex-Gov. J. Bracken Lee (Ind.) 
Democrats picked up one of two House seats. 

VERMONT -- Rep. Winston L, Prouty (R) and Lt. Gov. 
Robert T. Stafford (R) kept the Senate delegation and governorship 
Republican, but Democrats won the House seat for the first time 
since 1852. 

VIRGINIA -- Sen. Harry Flood Byrd (D) reelected. No change 
in House lineup of eight Democrats, two Republicans. 

WASHINGTON -- Sen. Henry M. Jackson (D) reelected but, 
surprisingly, no change in 6-1 GOP edge in House. 


WEST VIRGINIA -- Democrats added two Senate seats as 
Rep. Robert C, Byrd (D) and ex-Rep. Jennings Randolph (D) de- 
feated Sens. Chapman Revercomb (R) and John D, Hoblitzell 
Jr. (R). Republicans also lost one of their two House seats. 

WISCONSIN -- Sen. William Proxmire (D) reelected. Gaylord 
Nelson (D) defeated Gov. Vernon W. Thomson (R). Democrats 
picked up two House seats. 

WYOMING -- Gale McGee (D) ended Senate career of Sen. 
Frank A, Barrett (R). J. J. Hickey (D) ousted Gov. Milward L. 
Simpson (R). Single House seat remaired Republican. © 
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Legislative Outlook 





PRESIDENT’S RELATIONS WITH CONGRESS MAY FEATURE VETO 


President Eisenhower’s 1954 prediction of a ‘‘cold 
war’’ between a Republican Administration and a Demo- 
cratic Congress may yet come to pass. With a Demo- 
cratic margin in the 86th Congress of nearly 2-to-1 in 
both the Senate and the House -- and with the 1960 Presi- 
dential election just over the horizon -- it may be anti- 
cipated that the legislative battleground of 1959 will be 
strewn with vetoes and vetoes overridden. However, the 
veto was a rarity during the past four years of a Republi- 
can Administration and a Democratic-controlled Con- 
gress. (Weekly Report p. 1420) 

The outlines of the approaching contest are suggested 
by these events of Nov. 5: Senate Majority Leader Lyndon 
B. Johnson (D Texas) let it be known that he would press 
for a 12-point legislative program, which included action 
on housing, urban renewal, depressed areas, water re- 
sources, airports and interest rates -- all of which pre- 
cipitated clashes with the Administration in 1958. At the 
same time, President Eisenhower told his news confer- 
ence ‘‘we have got to stop’’ what he called ‘‘unnecessary 
Federal spending,’’ and promised that he would fight the 
‘‘spenders’’ -- as he characterized the newly elected 
Democrats -- ‘‘as hard as I know how.’’ 

In 1958, Republican majorities helped to kill spending 
proposals for housing and community facilities, while the 
President vetoed bills to aid depressed areas and airports. 
Now the Democrats have majorities large enough to enact 
their own brand of legislation. Whatthat will be remains 
to be seen. But the changes wrought by the voters Nov. 4 
offer some clues to the probable temper of the 86th Con- 
gress. 


Senate Changes 
Sixteen of the Senate’s 47 Republican members are 
not returning in January. Democrats are replacing 13, 
while three GOP Representatives will occupy the other 
seats. On a regional basis, these are the shifts: 





85th Congress 86th Congress | 





Dems. GOP Dems, GOP 
East 5 19 10 14 
South 24 2 24 2 
Midwest ¥ j 17 11 13 
West 13 _9 17 .y 
Totals 49 47 62 34 


These figures point up twodevelopments. The West’s 
representation in the Senate is now largely Democratic 
and largely liberal. The South’s representation, although 
unchanged in numbers, is markedly weakened within the 
new Democratic majority. Both of these factors will 
work to push the middle-of-the-road leadership of Sen. 
Johnson to the left on such intra-party issues as civil 
rights and fiscal policy. 

It would be surprising if the new Democratic Senators, 
as a group, gave the President as much voting support as 
the Republicans they replace. Itis worth noting, however, 
that of the 16 departing Republicans, only six supported the 
President as much as the average GOP Senator in 1958. 
According to CQ’s study of Presidential Support (Weekly 
Report p. 1267), the average Republican Senator voted with 
the President on 68 percent of the 80 Eisenhower -issue 
domestic policy roll calls of 1958, and opposed him on 19 
percent. The departing GOP Members ranked as follows: 
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Pro Con Pro Con 
Watkins (Utah) 84 14 Potter (Mich.) 59 29 
Knowland (Calif.) 83 8 Revercomb (W.Va.) 59 29 
Smith (N.J.) 81 3. Ives (N.Y.) 58 24 
Barrett (Wyo.) 74 21 Jenner (Ind.) 50 11 
Purtell (Conn.) 73 13 Thye (Minn.) 49 36 
Bricker (Ohio) 68 13 Flanders (Vt.) 46 4 
Martin (Pa.) 66 18 Payne (Maine) 43 21 
Hoblitzell (W.Va.) 60 15 Malone (Nev.) 40 48 


On the 27 Eisenhower-issue foreign policy roll calls 
of 1958, the average GOP Senator voted for the Presi- 
dent’s position on 62 percent, against on 22 percent. 
This is how the departing Members ranked: 


Pro Con Pro Con 
Purtell (Conn.) 89 11 Bricker (Ohio) 44 22 


Watkins (Utah) 89 11 Revercomb (W.Va.) 44 33 
Thye (Minn.) 83 17 Malone (Nev.) 39 61 
Knowland (Calif.) 78 11 Martin (Pa.) 39 O 
Potter (Mich.) 78 6 Flanders (Vt.) 39 66 
Smith (N.J.) 78 11 Ives (N.Y.) 33 «(OO 
Hoblitzell (W.Va.) 61 22 Jenner (Ind.) 22 56 
Payne (Maine) 50 22 Barrett (Wyo.) 22 33 


The three new Republican Senators -- Reps. Kenneth 
Keating (N.Y.), Hugh Scott (Pa.), and Winston L, Prouty 
(Vt.) -- should support the President as strongly as their 
predecessors (Ives, Martin, and Flanders) in both do- 
mestic and foreign affairs. Keating and Scott have strong 
pro-civil rights records. 

The records of the 13 Democratic arrivals, on the 
other hand, suggest that most of them will be found on 
the liberal side on the typical liberal-conservative show- 
down. They include Reps. Clair Engle (Calif.) and Eugene 
J. McCarthy (Minn.), ex-Rep. Harrison Williams (N.J.), 
Edmund S, Muskie (Maine), R. Vance Hartke (Ind.), Philip 
A, Hart (Mich.), Jennings Randolph (W.Va.), Stephen M, 
Young (Ohio), and Gale McGee (Wyo.). Less clearly iden- 
tified with the liberal view are Rep. Robert C. Byrd 
(W.Va.), ex-Rep. Thomas J. Dodd (Conn.), Howard W, 
Cannon (Nev.) and Frank E, Moss (Utah), 

Some of the showdown votes of 1958 suggest the 
fashion in which the Senate’s new lineup may manifest 
itself. 

@ Interest Rates -- The Senate twice rejected amend- 
ments to lower interest rates on Government loan pro- 
grams. (See WeeklyReport p.335 and 493), On the first 
occasion, the Senate tied 47-47 (D 41-6; R 6-41). Of the 
retiring Republicans, only Sens, Malone, Revercomb and 
Thye voted for lower interest rates. The second time the 
Senate split 40-41 (D 38-2; R 2-39), and aone of the de- 
parting GOP Members voted for the lower rate. There is 
every indication that all of the incoming Democrats would 
have supported the two amendments, assuring their adop- 
tion by wide margins. 

®@ Social Security -- A move to increase public assist- 
ance payments to the aged, blind and disabled, largely 
with Federal funds, was defeated on a tie vote, 40-40 (D 
34-5; R 6-35). (See Weekly Report p. 701) Only three of 
the departing Republicans -- Sens, Payne, Potter, and 
Revercomb -- voted for the amendment; all of the new 
Democratic Senators probably would have voted for it. 
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@ School Construction -- An amendment adding $1 
billion for school construction to the Administration’s 
education bill was rejected 30-61 (D 23-24; R 7-37), (See 
Weekly Report p. 1089). Among the retiring Members only 
Sens. Potter and Revercomb voted for the amendment; all 
of the new Democratic Senators probably would have 
voted for it. (Ofthe 24Democrats opposed, 18 were from 
the South, including Majority Leader Johnson. If Johnson 
decides to support Federal aid for school construction, 
many Southerners will go along.) 

@ Depletion Allowance -- An amendment to revise 
downward the 27.5 percent depletion allowance enjoyed by 
the oil and gas industry was rejected, 31-58 (D 21-22; 
R 10-36). (See Weekly Report p. 1088) Sens. Purtell, 
Potter and Thye, among the departing Republicans, voted 
for the amendment. Incoming Democrats Engle, Cannon, 
Moss and McGee from the mineral-conscious West might 
be expected to oppose any change in the depletion allow- 
ance, but the nine Democrats from the East and Midwest 
probably would support the proposed revision. 

Two footnotes of possible significance in the shape 
of things to come: The 16 departing Senators average 61 
years of age, their replacements only 49. In fact, ten 
of the incoming Democrats range from 38 to 48. The 
second note is historical. With the retirement of Sens. 
Ives, Jenner and Martin, and the defeat of Sens. Bricker, 
Malone, Thye and Watkins, only Sen. John J. Williams 
(R Del.) survives as a member of the Senate from the 
famous Class of ’46, when Republicans captured control 
of the 80th Congress. 


House Changes 


Of 81 new Members elected to the House, 48 are 
Democrats who captured seats held by Republicans in the 
85th Congress, only one a Republican who won a Demo- 
cratic seat." The remaining newcomers -- 14Democrats, 
18 Republicans -- replace members of their own party. 
On a regional basis, the makeup of the House has been 
changed as follows: 


85th Congress 86th Congress 


Dems, GOP Dems. GOP 

East 53 76 72 57 
South 110 10 111 9 
Midwest 46 83 68 61 
West 2% 3h 31 26 
Totals 235 200 282 = 153 


As inthe Senace, Southern Democrats have lost ground 
relative to non-Southerners in the party’s representation 
in the House. Freshman Representatives wield less influ- 
ence on legislation, however, than do newcomers to the 
Senate, and the firm grip of Southerners on House senior - 
ity enhances their position. 

The cyver-all political orientation of the new House 
will probably move to the left, although perhaps not so 
markedly as in the Senate. Intermsof Presidential Sup- 
port, the large number of retiring and defeated GOP Mem- 
bers reflected a wide range of views on leading issues. 
About one-half gave the President more support and one- 
half less, than the average Republican Member in 1958, 
whose scores on 41 domestic policy roll calls were 59 
percent support, 30 percent opposition; and on nine foreign 
policy roll calls, 56 percent support, 32 percent opposi- 
tion. Illustrative of the two extremes are the following two 
lists, showing the top ten among the departing GOP Mem- 
bers in Eisenhower Support and in Eisenhower Opposition, 


together with their scores and their votes on three 
Eisenhower -issue roll calls: 

,. Alaska Statehood. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote supporting 
the President’s position. 

2. HR 3, a bill repealing the doctrine of Federal 
preemption. A ‘‘nay’’ was a vote supporting the Presi- 
dent’s position. 

3. Gwinn (N.Y.) motion to recommit (kill) the Admin- 
istration’s school bill. A ‘‘nay’’ was a vote supporting 
the President’s position. 


EISENHOWER SUPPORT 
For Against RC1 RC2 RC3 





Holmes (Wash.) 90% 10% ¥ N N 
Keating (N.Y.) 85 12 ¥ N N 
Heselton (Mass.) 83 15 ¥ N N 
Patterson (Conn.) 83 17 ¥ N N 
Seely-Brown (Conn.) 80 20 Y N N 
Haskell (Del.) 80 12 é 4 ¥ N 
Hyde (Md.) 80 20 x Y N 
May (Conn.) 78 17 7 N 
Morano (Conn.) 78 15 ¥ N N 
Cunningham (Neb.) 78 22 ¥ N N 


With the exception of Reps. Haskell, Hyde and May, 
who voted for HR 3, all ten of these Members supported 
the President’s position on these three votes. Eight of 
the ten, it will be noted, come from the East -- four 
from Connecticut alone. 


EISENHOWER OPPOSITION 
For Against RC1 RC2 RC3 





Nicholson (Mass.) 51% 49% N Y Y 
Harvey (Ind.) 46 51 N 7 E 4 
Miller (Md.) 46 51 N Y : 
Wilson (Ind.) 46 49 N Y Y 
Scrivner (Kan.) 46 41 N Y Y 
Clevenger (Ohio) 46 37 N ¥ ¥ 
Stauffer (Pa.) 44 51 N Y Y 
O’Hara (Minn.) 44 49 X ¥, ¥ 
Miller (Neb.) 41 54 : ¥ ¥ 
Harden (Ind.) 41 51 ¥ ¥ Y 


Here, except for Reps. Miller and Harden who voted 
for Alaska statehood, all ten of these Members opposed 
the President’s position on the three votes. Seven of the 
ten came from the Midwest -- three from Indiana. 

Another notable facet of the range of views reflected 
by the departing GOP Representatives may be seenin the 
high correlation between those with the highest Eisen- 
hower Support scores and Opposition to Party scores, 
on the one hand, and between those with the highest 
Eisenhower Opposition scores and Party Unity scores. 
(For Party Unity study, see Weekly Report p. 1343) 

Of the ten Members named above with the highest 
Eisenhower Support scores, six are among the ten retiring 
Members who voted most often against the GOP majority 
when it was opposed to the Democratic majority. The 
six, who voted against the Republican majority from 41 to 
62 percent of the time, are Reps. Holmes, Patterson, 
Seely-Brown, Morano, Cunningham, and Heselton. 

Similarly, five of those who opposed the President 
most often are among the ten who voted with their party 
majority most often. The five, whose Party Unity scores 
ranged from 81 to 97 percent, are Reps. Stauffer, Miller 
(Md.), Wilson, Harvey and Nicholson. Pointing up this 
evidence of the gap between Eisenhower Support and Party 
Unity among House Republicans is the fact that Rep. 
Stauffer represented the President’s home district in 
Pennsylvania. 
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The Nov. 4 election strengthened the position of the 
AFL-CIO in its relations with Congress. 

This is because voters sent back to the House and 
Senate many of|labor’s old friends and elected several 
new ones endorsed by the AFL-CIO, 

The AFL-CIO’s political arm, Committee on Political 
Education (COPE), shortly before the elections evaluated 
the voting records of the Members of the 85th Congress. 
COPE selected i3 roll-call votes for determining whether 
Representatives were friendly to labor. (For votes 
selected, see Weekly Report p. 1305) 

COPE and affiliates of the AFL-CIO also contributed 
money to the election campaigns this year of several 
candidates for the House and Senate, mostly Democrats. 

Using COPE’s voting study and the AFL-CIO spend- 
ing reports to label candidates ‘‘pro’’ or ‘‘anti’’ labor, 
this picture emerges from the House elections: 


Pro-Labor Anti-Labor Unknown 





Incumbents running 204 187 
Incumbents reelected 189 166 
Newcomers elected 48 11 21 
Total electees 237 177 21 


This 237-177 vote margin is comparable to the 218- 
212 edge labor had inthe House during the 85th Congress. 
The 218-212 figure is derived from COPE’s voting analy- 
sis. The analysis shows that 218 Representatives voted 
“‘right’’ at least half the time they answered roll calls on 
the 13 COPE-selected issues. The 212 Representatives 
voted ‘‘right’’ less than half the time. (Four vacancies 
during the 85th Congress and Speaker Sam Rayburn (D 
Texas), who rarely votes, bring the membership figure 
up to 435.) 


NEWCOMERS -- The chart on the following page 
shows that 42 non-incumbents elected to the House Nov. 
4 received AFL-CIO campaign contributions. Sothey fall 
into the ‘‘pro-labor’’ category. In addition, five other new- 
comers could be called a gain for labor because they re- 
place Representatives who COPE feels voted wrong more 
than half the time onthe 13 selected roll-calls. They are: 
Randall S, Harmon (D Ind.) who replaces Ralph Harvey (R); 
Joseph W. Barr (D Ind.) who replaces Charles B, Brown- 
son (R); D. Hargis (D Kan.) who replaces Myron V. 
George (R); Daniel B. Brewster (D Md.) who replaces 
James P, Devereux (R); and Donald F. McGinley (D Neb.) 
who replaces A,L, Miller (R). 

The following nine freshmen Representatives-elect 
can be classified as ‘‘anti-labor’’ because the AFL-CIO 
gave campaign money to their opponents: Donald J. Irwin 
(D Conn.), Edward J. Derwinski (R II1.), Silvio O, Conte 
(R Mass.), Odin Langen (R Minn.), William T, Cahill (R 
N.J.), George M. Wallhauser (R N.J.), John V, Lindsay 
(R N.Y.), Robert R. Barry (R N.Y.) and Catherine May 
(R Wash.). Mrs. Sid Simpson (R IIl.), since she ran on 
her husband’s record, would fall into the ‘‘anti-labor”’ 
camp. COPE said Simpson voted ‘‘wrong”’ on nine of its 
13 selected roll calls during the 85th Congress. The 
write-in victory of Dale Alford (Ind. Ark.) over Brooks 
Hays (D) is considered a setback for labor. According to 
COPE’s analysis, Hays had the second best voting record 
in Arkansas’ House delegation. All told, that makes 11 
anti-labor newcomers. 


ELECTIONS STRENGTHEN LABOR IN CONGRESS 


The remaining 21 newly elected Representatives 
cannot be put down as either pro- or anti-labor since 
AFL-CIO did not spend any money for or against them, 
in this year’s campaign. 


Senate 


COPE rated Senators of the 85th Congress on 16 roll 
calls. The analysis showed that 56 Senators voted ‘‘right’’ 
at least half the timethey went onrecord for any or all of 
the 16 selected votes. The remaining 40 Senators voted 
“‘wrong’’ most of the time. 

The AFL-CIO came out of Tuesday’s election with 
64 pro-labor Senators and 32 anti-labor Senators. The 
gains over the 56-40 margin labor had in the 85th Con- 
gress stem from the retirement of William F. Knowland 
(R Calif.) and the election of Rep. Clair Engle (D) to his 
seat; the defeat of Sen. William A. Purtell (R Conn.) by 
Rep. Thomas J. Dodd (D); the retirement ofSen. William 
E, Jenner (R Ind.) and election of R. Vance Hartke (D) to 
his seat; the retirement of H. Alexander Smith (R N.J.) 
and election of Harrison A, Williams (D) to his seat; the 
defeat of John W. Bricker (R Ohio) by Stephen M, Young 
(D); the retirement of Edward Martin (R Pa.) and the 
election of Rep. Hugh Scott (R) to his seat; defeat of 
Arthur V. Watkins (R Utah) by Frank E. Moss (D,; the 
retirement of Ralph E, Flanders (R Vt.) and the election 
of Rep. Winston L, Prouty (R Vt.) to his seat; the defeat 
of John D. Hoblitzell Jr. (R W.Va.) by Rep. Jennings 
Randolph (D), and the defeat of Frank A, Barrett (R Wyo.) 
by Gale McGee (D), All those freshmen Senators except 
McGee showed up as pro-labor either through AFL-CIO 
campaign contributions or through the way they voted on 
the selected labor issues while in the House. Since Bar- 
rett voted with labor only four times and against it 12 
times on the COPE roll calls, his defeat by McGee is 
considered a gain for the AFL-CIO, 


Legislative Activity 


The wider margin of potential pro-labor votes inthe 
86th Congress undoubtedly will encourage the 13.5 million 
member AFL-ClO tostepupits legislative activity. Also, 
its success in helping to defeat the right-to-work ref- 
erenda in five of the six states where it was on the ballot 
will give the Federation added incentive to press for re- 
peal of Section 14B of the Taft-Hartley Act. Section 14B 
authorizes states to forbid union shop contracts. Such 
contracts require all the workers at a plant to join the 
union within a certain time in order to hold their jobs. 


Other legislative goals which the AFL-CIO is ex- 

pected to push early in the 86th Congress: 

@ Liberalization of the social security law. 

@ Strengthening of the Civil Rights Act of 1957. 

@ Passage of a school construction bill. 

@ Passage of a labor reform bill. 

@ Reduction of income taxes for low and middle income 
families. 

@ Liberalization of unemployment insurance. 

@ Anti-recession programs such as public works 
projects. 
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Recipients of Labor Money in 1958 Election 


The Federal Corrupt Practices Act requires political com- 
mittees to file reports with the Clerk of the House showing to 
whom they contributed campaign money. Congressional Quarterly 
checked the spending reports of major labor groups filed between 
Jan. 1, 1958, and Nov. 4, 1958. The reports surveyed were those 
of the AFL-CIO Committee on Political Education, United Auto 
Workers (AFL-CIO), United Steelworkers of America (AFL- 
CIO), International Assn. of Machinists Non-Partisan Political 
Action League (AFL-CIO), Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen’s 



































(Independent) Political Education League, and the Railway Labor 
Executives Assn, (Independent) Political League. 

This listing shows Congressional candidates who, according 
to the spending reports filed, received campaign money from any 
or all of the AFL-CIO affiliates, the Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, or the Railway Labor Executives Assn. (RLEA), 

Incumbents’ names are underlined. An ‘‘X’’ indicates the group 
above it gave some money to the candidate in 1958. Asterisks (*) 
denote candidates who lost. 











Brother- Brother- Brother- 
STATE, DISTRICT, CANDIDATE AFL-CIO hood RLEA STATE, DISTRICT, CANDIDATE AFL-CIO hood RLEA STATE, DISTRICT, CANDIDATE AFL-CIO hood RLEA 
Mich. 2 Hall D* xX 20 Maietta D* xX 
House 6 HayworthD* X xX 21 Dent D XX 
Ariz. 2 Udall D x 12 Bennett R x 22 Glass D* xX 
Calif . 1 Miller D xX Xx 13. Diggs Jr. D xX 24 O'Brien D* Xx 
2 Johnson D 4 Xx Xx 2 Ne oe . X 25 Clark D xX Xx 
6 Jewell D* xX ingell Jr xX 26 Morgan D Xx 
7 Cohelan D xX 16 Lesinski D Xx 27 Bacon D* Xx 
11 McFall D Xx 17. Griffiths D x 29 = Sellars D * x 
13. Stewart D* Xx 18 Hudson D* x 30 Holland D Xx 
16 Lennard D* X Minn, 1 Foley D* x Ru. ] orand D x 
17 King D xX Xx 3 ier D xX Xx 2 Fogarty D x 
21 ~~‘ Brown xX 4 Karth D Xx $.D. ] iovern D xX 
25 Kasem D xX 5 Robbie D* Xx 2 McCullen D* X 
26 Roosevelt D x X 6 = Marshall D Xx Tenn, 6 Bass D xX 
29 Saund D xX Xx 7 Johnson D* xX 8 Everett D Xx 
30 Van DeerlinD* X 8  Blatnik D xX Texas 3  Beckworth D Xx 
Colo, 1 rs D Xx 9 Knutson D* xX 5 Sanders D* xX 
2 Johnson D Xx Mo, 1 Karsten D Xx X 22 Casey X 
3 Betz D* xX 2 ‘Sullivan D* xX Utah 1 Peterson D * Xx 
4 Aspinall D Xx 3 Sullivan D Xx xX 2 King D x 
Conn. 1 Deidario D x 4 Christopher D Xx x Vt. AL Meyer D 4 
2 Bowles D Xx 5 Bolling D xX Xx xX Va. 1 Downing D Xx 
3  Giaimo D Xx xX 6 Hull 4 D Xx 10 ‘Freehill D* Xx X Xx 
4  Merano R* Xx 7 Brown D X Xx Wash . 1 Pelly R Xx 
5 nagan D xX Mont. 1 Metcalf D Xx 2 itchell D * Xx 
AL Kowalski D X 2 Anderson D Xx X 3 Meyers D * X 
Del. AL McDowell Jr.D X Neb, 2 Casey D* xX 4  LeRoux D * Xx 
Idaho 1 Pfost D xX ~ “ — D* xX 5 Delaney D* Xx 
2 Brennan D* X xX X lev. A ring D X X X 7 Magnuson D xX 
il, 2 O'Hara D Xx xX NJ. } > Gies D* : W.Va. Melichan D*® xX X 
3 Murphy D xX X empson D 2 Staggers D X Xx X 
4 Rayson D* Xx 6 unn - Xx Xx 3 Baits D xX xX X 
9 Yates D Xx x 8 Canfield R x 4 ties dD xX Xx 
11 Pucinski D Xx 10 Rodino Jr, D Xx Xx Wis. 1 Flynn ‘D Xx 
12 Boyle D xX X 11 Addonizio D xX Xx 2  Kastenmeier D X 
15 ien D* X 12 Holleran D * X 3 Clapp D X 
19 Watson D* xX N.M. AL Montoya D X X 4 Zablocki D X 
21 Mack Jr. D X Xx AL Morris D Xx 5 Reuss D Xx 
23 ‘Shipley D Xx N.Y. 3 Larson D * X 6  Megallas D* X 
24 Price D x 5 Kerwick D* =X odo 26kOlU KO 
Ind. 1 _Madden D xX 7 Delaney D xX Wyo. AL Whitaker D * x x 
3  Brademas D X 14 ney D X 
5 Roush D Xx 15 Fitzpatrick D* =X 
6 Wampler D xX 17 Akers D * xX 
8 Denton D xX x 27. McSpedon D* X Senate 
9 Hogan D* xX 32 Stratton D xX 
lowa 2 Wolf D X 35 Kline D* X xX X Ariz. McFarland D* X 
4 Carter D Xx 37. Hogan D* Xx Calif . Engle D Xx 
6 Coad D Xx Xx 40 Lucca D* xX Knight R * Xx 
Kan, 1 Domme D* x 41 Dulski D xX Conn. Dodd D xX 
2 George D Xx 42 Stiglmeier D* X Del. Carvel D * Xx 
4 Moore D* xX N.D. AL _ Burdick D xX Ind. Hartke D Xx 
5 Breeding D xX Ohio 6 Polk D Xx Maine Muskie D xX 
6 Mahoney D* xX 9 Ashley D X Md. D'Alesandro DX 
Ky. 7 Perkins Xx 10 “Moeller D Xx Mass, Kennedy D Xx X 
a 8 McSween D xX 11 Cook D xX Mich, Hart D X xX 
Maine 1 Oliver D xX 14. Arnold D* X Minn, McCarthy D xX ~ 
2 CoffinD x 15 Smith D* D4 Mo, Symington D xX 
3 Grady D* x 16 Freedom D * xX Mont, Mansfield D Xx 
Md, 1 Johnson D Xx 19 Kirwan D xX Neb. Morrison D * xX 
3  Garmatz D X Xx 20 —— D X Nev. Cannon D X 
5 Lankford D Xx 21 ‘ani xX N.J. Williams D xX Xx 
6 Foley D X xX 22 ~=—Paterson D * xX N.M. Chavez D x Xx 
7 Friedel D xX Xx x Okla. 6 Morris D X ND. Langer R xX 
Mass. 1 Burns D* Xx Ore. 1 Thornton D * Xx Ohio Young D x X 
2 Boland D xX 2 Ullman D xX Pa. Leader D * Xx xX 
3 Philbin D Xx 3 Green D xX Xx a. Pastore D xX 
4 Donohue D Xx 4 Porter D x Tenn, D Xx xX 
7 ne xX Pa, 6 Toll D x Texas Yarborough D x xX 
8 dD xX 8  Lefcourt D* xX Utah Moss D xX Xx X 
10 Saltonstall D* =X 10 Prokop D Xx Vermont Fayette D * x 
11 O'Neill Jr. D X 11 Flood D xX sh. Jackson D Xx xX 
12. McCormackD X 14 D Xx Xx W. Va. Byrd D Xx Xx 
13 Burke D Xx Pa. 16 Bream D * Xx Randolph D X xX 
14 Doolan D* Xx 17 Hess D* xX Wis. Proxmire D Xx Xx Xx 
Mich, 1 rowiczD X x 19 Quigley D xX Wyo. McGee D x x 
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THIRTY-THREE SENATORS ELECTED NOV. 4 


Thirty-three candidates won Senate seats Nov. 4 --twofor 
short terms, 31 for full terms. In addition, Maine elected one 
Senator for a full term Sept. 8 and Alaska will elect two Senators 
Nov. 25. Excluding Alaska, 26 Democrats and 8 Republicans won 
election in 1958. Two Democrats, B, Everett Jordan (N.C,) and 
Jennings Randolph (W. Va.) won two-year terms. Democrats 
gained seats in California, Connecticut, Indiana, Maine, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Nevada, New Jersey, Ohio, Utah, West Virginia (two 
seats) and Wyoming. 


Thirty-two Senators won six-year terms: J. Glenn Beall 
(R Md.), Harry Flood Byrd (D Va.), Robert C, Byrd (D W.Va.), 
Howard W. Cannon (D Nev.), Dennis Chavez (D N.M.), Thomas J. 
Dodd (D Conn.), Clair Engle (D Calif.), BarryGoldwater (R Ariz.), 
Albert Gore (D Tenn.), Philip A. Hart (D Mich.), R. Vance Hartke 
(D Ind.), Spessard L, Holland (D Fla.), RomanL,. Hruska (R Neb.), 
Henry M. Jackson (D Wash.), Kenneth B. Keating (R N.Y.), John 
F, Kennedy (D Mass.), William Langer (R N.D.), Mike Mansfield 
(D Mont.), Eugene J. McCarthy (D Minn.), Gale McGee (D Wyo.), 
Frank E. Moss (D Utah), Edmund S. Muskie (D Maine), John O. 
Pastore (D R.I.), Winston L. Prouty (R Vt.), William Proxmire 
(D Wis.), Hugh Scott (R Pa.), John C, Stennis (D Miss.), Stuart 
Symington (D Mo.), John J. Williams (R Del.), Harrison A, 
Williams (D N.J.), Ralph W. Yarborough (D Texas) and Stephen M, 
Young (D Ohio). 


Terms Expire in 1960 


Including Randolph and Jordan, 21 Democrats and 11 Repub- 
licans will complete their terms Jan. 3, 1961. They are: Gordon 
Allott (R Colo.), Clinton P. Anderson (D N.M.), Styles Bridges 
(R N.H.), Clifford P, Case (R N.J.), JohnSherman Cooper (R Ky.), 


Carl T. Curtis (R Neb.), Paul H. Douglas (D Ill.), Henry C, 
Dworshak (R Idaho), James O. Eastland (D Miss.), Allen J, Ellender 
(D La.), J. Allen Frear Jr. (D Del.), Theodore Francis Green 
(D R.I.), Hubert H. Humphrey (D Minn.), Lyndon B, Johnson 
(D Texas), B. Everett Jordan (D N.C.), Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.), 
Robert S. Kerr (D Okla.), John L. McClellan (D Ark.), Pat 
McNamara (D Mich.), Thomas E, Martin (R Iowa), Karl E, Mundt 
(R S.D.), James E, Murray (D Mont.), Richard L, Neuberger (D 
Ore.), JosephC, O’Mahoney (D Wyo.), Jennings Randolph (D W.Va.), 


A, Willis Robertson (D Va.), Richard B, Russell (D Ga.), Leverett 
Saltonstall (R Mass.), Andrew F, Schoeppel (R Kan.), Margaret 


Chase Smith (R Maine), John J. Sparkman (D Ala.) and Strom 
Thurmond (D S.C.). 


Face 1962 Campaign 


Of the 32 Senators whose terms expire Jan. 3, 1963, 17 
are Democrats and 15 are Republicans. They are: George D. 
Aiken (R Vt.), Wallace F, Bennett (R Utah), Alan Bible (D Nev.), 
Prescott Bush (R Conn.), John Marshall Butler (R Md.), Homer E, 
Capehart (R Ind.}, Frank Carlson (R Kan.), John A, Carroll 
(D Colo.), Francis Case (R S,D.), Frank Church (D Idaho), Joseph 
S. Clark (D Pa.), Norris Cotton (R N.H.), Everett McKinley Dirk- 
sen (R IH.), Sam J. Ervin Jr. (D N.C.), J.W. Fulbright (D Ark.), 
Carl Hayden (D Ariz.), Thomas C, Hennings Jr. (D Mo.), Bourke 
B. Hickenlooper (R Iowa), Lister Hill (D Ala.), Jacob K, Javits 
(R N.Y.), Olin D, Johnston (D S.C.), Thomas H, Kuchel (R Calif.), 
Frank J. Lausche (D Ohio), Russell B. Long (D La.), Warren 
G. Magnuson (D Wash.), A.S. Mike Monroney (D Okla.), Wayne 
Morse (D Ore.), Thruston B. Morton (R Ky.),George A, Smathers 
(D Fla.), Herman E, Talmadge (D Ga.), Alexander Wiley (R Wis.) 
and Milton R. Young (R N.D.). 
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ALABAMA IOWA NEBRASKA ; RHODE ISLAND 
Hill Tras Hi a Curtis ia | Green 
Sparkman = Martin Hruska RS om Pastore 
ARIZONA KANSAS NEVADA | | | SOUTH CAROLINA 
Hayden fee con cegs ed Carlson a Bible eee Johnston 
Goldwater ———_—___s Schoeppel === Cannon Thurmond 
ARKANSAS KENTUCKY NEW HAMPSHIRE SOUTH DAKOTA 
Fulbright Sse as a ae Cooper as Bridges Eas Case 
McClellan Morton aaa Cotton Mundt 
CALIFORNIA LOUISIANA NEW JERSEY | | TENNESSEE 
Engle EES Ellender [etek sez} Case few eras } Gore 
Kuchel Re Long ES Willioms |  Kefouver sm 
COLORADO MAINE NEW MEXICO TEXAS 
Carroll a Muskie EOE Anderson Patines. Yorborough quae 
Allott ites ec) Smith =a Chavez ES Johnson «qua 
CONNECTICUT MAR YLAND NEW YORK UTAH 
Bush nna Beail eae se een Keating —E Bennett 
Dodd REE Butler nas avits eee! a ey Moss _—— 
— MASSACHUSETTS = CAROLINA =" 
ics — oe —_—_ CU 
Wiliams Saltonstall = || Jordan Pay Prout 
FLORIDA MICHIGAN | | NORTH DAKOTA VIRGINIA - 
Holland ieee McNamcro = i Langer Byrd sn ee 
Sncthers Hart um | Youn Robert son 
GEORGIA MINNESOTA OHIO WASHINGTON 
Russell Se poor nerd Foal Lausche Jockson es 
Talmadge McCarth i Young Magnuson 
IDAHO MISSISSIPPI OKLAHOMA WEST VIRGINIA 
Church Diese Aas] Eastlond go || Kerr oma ai 
Dworshak [== Stennis a Monroney — i 
ILLINOIS MISSOURI OREGON WISCONSIN 
Douglas aa Hennings we ol Proxmire 
Dirksen Gq Symington Wiley 
INDIANA MONTANA PENNSYLVANIA WYOMING 
Capebart Mansfield O'Mahoney 
Hartke ——a Murray are a McGee 
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SENATE MEMBERSHIP IN THE 86th CONGRESS 


ALABAMA 
LISTER HILL 
JOHN J, SPARKMAN 


ALASKA 
Election Nov. 25 


ARIZONA 
CARL HAYDEN 
Barry Goldwater 





ARKANSAS 
J.W. FULBRIGHT 
JOHN L. McCLELLAN 


CALIFORNIA 
CLAIR ENGLE* 
Thomas H, Kuchel 





COLORADO 
JOHN A, CARROLL 
Gordon Allott 


CONNECTICUT 
THOMAS J. DODD* 
Prescott Bush 





DELAWARE 
John J. Williams 
J. ALLEN FREAR JR, 





FLORIDA 
SPESSARD L. HOL.LAND 
GEORGE A. SMATHERS 





GEORGIA 
RICHARD B, RUSSELL 
HERMAN E, TALMADGE 


IDAHO 
FRANK CHURCH 
Henry C, Dworshak 


ILLINOIS 
PAUL H. DOUGLAS 
Everett McKinley Dirksen 


INDIANA 
R, VANCE HARTKE* 
Homer E, Capehart 





IOWA 
Bourke B, Hickenlooper 
Thomas E, Martin 





*Freshman Senators 





Democrats are CAPITALIZED 
Senators elected in 1958 are underlined 








KANSAS 
Frank Carlson 
Andrew F, Schoeppel 


KENTUCKY 
John Sherman Cooper 
Thruston B. Morton 


LOUISIANA 
ALLEN J, ELLENDER 
RUSSELL B. LONG 


MAINE 
EDMUND S. MUSKIE* 
Margaret Chase Smith 





MARYLAND 
J. Glenn Beall 
John Marshall Butler 





MASSACHUSETTS 
JOHN F. KENNEDY 
Leverett Saltonstall 





MICHIGAN 
PHILIP A, HART* 
PAT McNAMARA 





MINNESOTA 
EUGENE J. McCARTHY* 


NEBRASKA 
Roman L,. Hruska 
Carl T. Curtis 





NEVADA 
HOWARD W, CANNON* 
ALAN BIBLE 





NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Styles Bridges 
Norris Cotton 


NEW JERSEY 
HARRISON A, WILLIAMS* 
Clifford P, Case 





NEW MEXICO 
DENNIS CHAVEZ 
CLINTON P, ANDERSON 





NEW YORK 
Kenneth B, Keating* 
Jacob K, Javits 





NORTH CAROLINA 
B. EVERETT JORDAN 
SAM J. ERVIN JR. 





NORTH DAKOTA 
William Langer 





HUBERT H. HUMPHREY 


MISSISSIPPI 
JOHN STENNIS 
JAMES O, EASTLAND 





MISSOURI 
STUART SYMINGTON 





THOMAS C, HENNINGS JR. 


MONTANA 
MIKE MANSFIELD 
JAMES E. MURR AY 





Milton R. Young 


CHIO 
STEPHEN M, YOUNG* 
FRANK J, LAUSCHE 





OKLAHOMA 
ROBERT S, KERR 
A.S. MIKE MONRONEY 


OREGON 
WAYNE MORSE 


PENNSYLVANIA 
Hugh Scott* 
JOSEPH S, CLARK 


RHODE ISLAND 
JOHN O, PASTORE 
THEODORE F. GREEN 





SOUTH CAROLINA 
OLIN D. JOHNSTON 
STROM THURMOND 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
Francis Case 
Karl E. Mundt 


TENNESSEE 
ALBERT GORE 
ESTES KEFAUVER 





TEXAS 
RALPH W, YARBOROUGH 














LYNDON B. JOHNSON 


UTAH 
FRANK E, MOSS* 
Wallace F, Bennett 





VERMONT 
Winston L, Prouty* 
George D. Aiken 





VIRGINIA 
HARRY FLOOD BYRD 
A. WILLIS ROBERTSON 


WASHINGTON 
HENRY M,. JACKSON 


RICHARD L. NEUBERGER WARREN G. MAGNUSON 





general elections: 


1952 
Democrats 47 
Republicans 48 
Independents 1 





Senate Party Lineups 


The following table shows the party lineup in 
the Senate resulting from each of the last four 


tPlus two Senators to be elected in Alaska 


1954 1956 19581 
49 49 62 
47 47 34 
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WEST VIRGINIA 
ROBERT C, BYRD* 
JENNINGS RANDOLPH* 








WISCONSIN 
WILLIAM PROXMIRE 
Alexander Wiley 





WYOMING 
GALE McGEE* 
JOSEPH C, O’MAHONEY 


\ 
Nd 
$ 


At 








TCDA a. 


Ala. 
Ariz. 
Ark. 
Calif. 
Colo. 


Conn. 
Del. 
Fla, 
Ga. 
Idaho 


it. 
Ind. 
lowa 
Kan. 
Ky. 


La. 
Maine 
Md. 
Mass. 
Mich. 


Minn. 
Miss. 
Mo. 
Mont. 
Neb. 





HOUSE PARTY MEMBERSHIP OF 86th CONGRESS 


(Alaska not included) 











85th Congress 86th Congress 
Democrats 235* 262°° 
Republicans 200* 153 








219 Needed for Control 





Party Lineup by States 








85th Congress | 86th Congress | Gain/Loss 


R D R D R D R D & D R 
0 9 0 9 0 0 Nev. 0 1 0 1 0 
1 1 1 1 0 0 N. H. 2 0 2 0 0 
0 6 0 6 0 0 N. J. 9 5 9 5 0 
17 13 14 16 -3 +3 N. M. 0 2 0 2 0 
2 2 1 3 -1 +1 N. Y. 26 17 24 19 -2 
6 0 0 6 -6 +6 N.C. 1 1l 1 ll 0 
1 0 0 1 -1 +] N. D. 2 0 1 1 -1 
1 7 1 7 0 0 Ohio 17 6 14 9 -3 
0 10 0 10 0 0 Okla 1 5 1 5 0 
1 1 1 1 0 0 Ore 1 3 1 3 0 
14 11 11 14 3 +3 Pa. 17 13 14 16 -3 
9 2 3 8 -6 +6 R. 1. 9 2 0 2 0 
7 1 4 4 -3 +3 $s. C. 0 6 0 6 0 
5 1 3 3 -2 +2 S. D. 1 1 1 1 0 
2 6 1 7 -1 +1 Tenn. 2 7 2 rf 0 
0 8 0 8 0 0 Texas 1 21 1 21 0 
2 1 1 2 -1 +] Utah 2 0 1 1 -1 
3 4 0 7 -3 +3 Vt. 1 0 0 1 -1 
7 7 6 8 -l +1 Va. 2 8 2 8 0 
12 6 11 rf = | +1 Wash. 6 1 6 1 0 
4 5 5 4 +1 -1 W. Va 2 4 1 % _ -l 
0 6 0 6 0 0 Wis 7 3 5 5 -2 
1 10 1 10 0 0 Wyo 1 0 1 0 0 
0 z 0 2 0 0 —_- —_— —_  -— — 
4 0 2 2 -—2 +2 TOTAL 200 235 153 282 +1 
-48 


*Vacancies counted with party last holding seat: 3 Dem. -- 8th La., 28th Pa., AL N.M., 


85th Congress | 86th Congress | Gain/Loss 


Noocoo 


+ + 
CoOowro 


+48 
-l 


5 GOP -- 14th IIl., 4th Ill., lst Wis., 17th Ohio, 


20th Til. 
**Based on probable Democratic winner in 23rd Ill. 
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HOUSE MEMBERSHIP IN THE 86th CONGRESS ... 


Democrats are CAPITALIZED 
*Freshman Representative 


ALABAMA 


. FRANK W, BOYKIN 


GEORGE M, GRANT 


. GEORGE W. ANDREWS 
. KENNETH A. ROBERTS 


ALBERT RAINS 


ARMISTEAD I, SELDEN JR. 
. CARL ELLIOTT 

. ROBERT E, JONES 

. GEORGE HUDDLESTON JR. 


ALASKA 
AL To be elected Nov. 25 


ARIZONA 


Rs 
2. 


John J. Rhodes 
STEWART L. UDALL 


ARKANSAS 


1 
2 
3. 
} 
5 


Oo 


. E.C, GATHINGS 
. WILBUR D. MILLS 


JAMES W, TRIMBLE 


. OREN HARRIS 
. DALE ALFORD*#+ 
. W.F. NORRELL 


CALIFORNIA 


1 


CLEMENT W, MILLER* 


2. HAROLD T. JOHNSON* 


CON DU SW 


10. 
Fi. 
12. 
13. 
14, 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19, 
20. 
a. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
2. 
28. 
29. 
30. 


. JOHN E, MOSS JR. 
. William S, Mailliard 
. JOHN F, SHELLEY 


John F, Baldwin Jr. 


. JEFFERY COHELAN* 
. GEORGE P. MILLER 
. J. Arthur Younger 


Charles S. Gubser 
JOHN J. McFALL 
B.F. SISK 

Charles M, Teague 
HARLAN HAGEN 
Gordon L. McDonough 
Donald L, Jackson 
CECIL R, KING 
Craig Hosmer 

CHET HOLIFIELD 
H. Allen Smith 

Edgar W., Hiestandt 
Joe Holt 

CLYDE DOYLE 
Glenard P. Lipscomb 
GEORGE A, KASEM* 
JAMES ROOSEVELT 
HARRY R. SHEPPARD 
James B, Utt 

D.S. SAUND 

Bob Wilson 


COLORADO 


i. 
2: 
3. 
4, 


BYRON G. ROGERS 
BYRON L. JOHNSON* 
J. Edgar Chenoweth 
WAYNE N, ASPINALL 


CONNECTICUT 


e 


va 
3. 
4. 
3. 
AL 
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EMILIO Q. DADDARIO* 
CHESTER W. BOWLES* 
ROBERT N. GIAIMO* 
DONALD J. IRWIN* 
JOHN S. MONAGAN* 
FRANK KOWALSKI* 


tOutcome in doubt or recount ordered . 


tElected as an independent write-in candidate 








HOUSE LINEUP 
219 Needed for Majority 


85th Congress 


86th Congress 











Democrats 235 282 
Republicans 200 153 
DELAWARE 24. MELVIN PRICE 
AL HARRIS B.McDOWELLJR,* 2: KENNETH J. GRAY 
FLORIDA INDIANA 
1. RAY J. MADDEN 
1. William C, Cramer “ 
2. CHARLES E, BENNETT 2. teeeinn A. Satie 
3. JOHN BRADEMAS 
3. ROBERT L.F. SIKES - : 
= . 4. E. Ross Adair 
4. DANTE B, FASCELL ‘. 
5. J. EDWARD ROUSH 
5. A.S. HERLONG JR. 
6. FRED WAMPLER* 
6. PAUL G. ROGERS bs ae 
7. William G, Bray 
7. JAMES A. HALEY 
8. D.R.(BILLY) MATTHEWS 8. WINFIELD K, DENTON 
re ca ~ 9. EARL HOGAN* 
10. RANDALL S. HARMON* 
coenemn 11. JOSEPH W. BARR* 
1. PRINCE H. PRESTON 
2. J.L. PILCHER eakcun 
3. E.L. FORRESTER 1. Fred Schwengel 
4. JOHN J. FLYNT JR. 2. LEONARD G, WOLF* 
5. JAMES C, DAVIS 3. H. R. Gross 
6. CARL VINSON ‘4, STEVEN V. CARTER* 
7. ERWIN MITCHELL 5. NEAL E, SMITH* 
8. IRIS FAIRCLOTH BLITCH 6. MERWIN COAD 
9. PHIL M. LANDRUM 7. Ben F, Jensen 
10. PAUL BROWN 8. Charles B. Hoeven 
ANS KANSAS 
1. GRACIE PFOST ‘aii 
: 1. William H, Avery 
2. Hamer H. Budge 2. NEWELL A. GEORGE* 
3. DENVER D. HARGIS* 
ILLINOIS 4. Edward H, Rees 
1. WILLIAM L, DAWSON 5. J. FLOYD BREEDING 
2. BARRATT O’HARA 6. Wint Smith 
3. WILLIAM T. MURPHY* 
4, Edward J. Derwinski* KENTUCKY 
5. JOHN C. KLUCZYNSKI 1. FRANK A.STUBBLEFIELD* 
6. THOMAS J. O’BRIEN 
= 2. WILLIAM H. NATCHER 
7. ROLAND V. LIBONATI 3. FRANK W. BURKE* 
8. DANIEL D.ROSTENKOWSKI* ‘ : 
4, FRANK CHELF 
9. SIDNEY R. YATES 
: 5. BRENT SPENCE 
10. Harold R, Collier 6. JOHN C. WATTS 
11. ROMAN C, PUCINSKI* : " 
a 7. CARL D. PERKINS 
2. CHARLES A, BOYLE ® Beane Mites 
13. Marguerite Stitt Church i as 
14. Elmer J. Hoffman* 
15. Noah M, Mason CSUITIATEA 
16. Leo E, Allen 1. F. EDWARD HEBERT 
17. Leslie C. Arends 2. HALE BOGGS 
18. Robert H. Michel 3. EDWIN E. WILLIS 
19. Robert 8B, Chiperfield 4. OVERTON BROOKS 
20. Edna Simpson* 5. OTTO E, PASSMAN 
21. PETER F. MACK JR. 6. JAMES H. MORRISON 
22. William L. Springer 7. T. ASHTON THOMPSON 
23. GEORGE E, SHIPLEY*t 8. HAROLD B. McSWEEN* 
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MAINE 


E. 
2. 
3. 


JAMES C, OLIVER* 
FRANK M., COFFIN 
Clifford G. McIntire 


MARYLAND 


NOU PWN 


. THOMAS F, JOHNSON* 
. DANIEL B, BREWSTER* 


EDWARD A, GARMATZ 


. GEORGE H. FALLON 
. RICHARD E, LANKFORD 


JOHN R, FOLEY* 


. SAMUEL N. FRIEDEL 


MASSACHUSETTS 


OmONANPWN 


. Silvio O, Conte* 

. EDWARD P, BOLAND 
. PHILIP J, PHILBIN 

. HAROLD D, DONOHUE 


Edith Nourse Rogers 
William H, Bates 


. THOMAS J, LANE 

. TORBERT H.MACDONALD 
. Hastings Keith* 

10. 
11. 
32. 
13. 
14. 


Laurence Curtis 
THOMAS P. O’NEILL JR. 
JOHN W. McCORMACK 
JAMES A, BURKE* 
Joseph W, Martin Jr. 


MICHIGAN 


— 
KF OOMmMNAU AWN 


cell aati oealll aeelll sent andl aed 
CNAU & Wb 


. THADDEUS M.MACHROWICZ 
. George Meader 

. August E, Johansen 

. Clare E, Hoffman 

. Gerald R, Ford Jr. 

. Charles E, Chamberlain 

. JAMES G., O’HAR A* 


\lvin M, Bentley 


. Robert P. Griffin 

. Elford A, Cederberg 

. Victor A, Knox 

. John B, Bennett 

. CHARLES C, DIGGS JR. 
. LOUIS C. RABAUT 

. JOHN D, DINGELL 

. JOHN LESINSKI JR. 

. MARTHA W.GRIFFITHS 
. William S, Broomfield 


MINNESOTA 
1. Albert H. Quie 


0 DONOR wy 


. Ancher Nelson* 


ROY W. WIER 
JOSEPH E. KARTH* 
Walter H, Judd 
FRED MARSHALL 
H, Carl Andersen 
JOHN A. BLATNIK 


. Odin Langen* 


MISSISSIPPI 


DU Whe 


. THOMAS G. ABERNETHY 


JAMIE L, WHITTEN 
FRANK E, SMITH 


. JOHN BELL WILLIAMS 


ARTHUR WINSTEAD 


. WILLIAM M, COLMER 














MRE ae eae a 
DS eae 


he 





019 


SIO RAIS I SRO 


eH 




















Democrats are CAPITALIZED 
*Freshman Representative 


MISSOURI 


10. 
i. 


SON DUAWN HE 


. FRANK M. KARSTEN 


Thomas B, Curtis 


. LEONOR K, SULLIVAN 


GEORGE H, CHRISTOPHER 
RICHARD BOLLING 
W.R. HULL JR. 


. CHARLES H, BROWN 
. AS.J. CARNAHAN 


CLARENCE CANNON 
PAUL C, JONES 
MORGAN M, MOULDER 


MONTANA 


i. 
2. 


LEE METCALF 
LEROY A, ANDERSON 


NEBRASKA 


‘ 
2. 
3. 
4. 


Phil Weaver 

Glenn Cunningham 
LAWRENCE BROCK* 
DONALD F.McGINLEY* 


NEVADA 


AL 


WALTER S, BARING 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Z. 
a 


Chester E, Merrow 
Perkins Bass 


NEW JERSEY 


1 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10. 
11 
12 
13 
14 


. William T, Cahill* 

2. Milton W, Glenn 

. James C, Auchincloss 

. FRANK THOMPSON JR. 
. Peter Frelinghuysen Jr. 
. Florence P, Dwyer 

. William B. Widnall 

. Gordon Canfield 

. Frank C, Osmers Jr. 


PETER W, RODINO JR. 


. HUGH J, ADDONIZIO 

. George M, Wallhauser* 

. CORNELIUS E.G ALLAGHER* 
. DOMINICK V, DANIELS* 


NEW MEXICO 


AL JOSEPH M, MONTOYA 
AL THOMAS G, MORRIS* 


NEW YORK 


; 


Stuyvesant Wainwright 


2. Steven B, Derounian 


. Frank J, Becker 
. Seymour Halpern* 


Albert H. Bosch 
LESTER HOLTZMAN 


. JAMES J, DELANEY 
. VICTOR L, ANFUSO 
. EUGENE J, KEOGH 

10. 
ri. 
r2. 
13. 
14, 
15. 
16. 
i. 
18. 
. LEONARD FARBSTEIN 


EDNA F, KELLY 
EMANUEL CELLER 
Francis E, Dorn 
ABRAHAM J, MULTER 
JOHN J. ROONEY 

John H, Ray 

ADAM C, POWELL JR. 
John V, Lindsay* 

ALFRED E, SANTANGELO 


20. LUDWIG TELLER 

21. HERBERT ZELENKO 
22. JAMES C, HEALEY 

23. ISIDORE DOLLINGER 
24, CHARLES A. BUCKLEY 
25. Paul A, Fino 

26. Edwin B. Dooley 

27. Robert R, Barry* 

28. Katharine St. George 
29. J. Ernest Wharton 

30. LEO W. O’BRIEN 

31. Dean P, Taylor 

32, SAMUEL S. STRATTON* 
33. Clarence E, Kilburn 
34. Alexander Pirnie* 

35. R. Walter Riehlman 

36. John Taber 

37. Howard W. Robison 

38. Jessica McC, Weis* 
39. Harold C. Ostertag 

40. William E, Miller 

41. THADDEUS J, DULSKI* 
42. John R, Pillion 

43. Daniel A, Reed 


NORTH CAROLINA 


. HERBERT C, BONNER 
L.H. FOUNTAIN 
GRAHAM A, BARDEN 
HAROLD D, COOLEY 
. RALPH J, SCOTT 

. CARL T,. DURHAM 
ALTON LENNON 

A. PAUL KITCHIN 

. HUGH Q.ALEXANDER 
10. Charles R. Jonas 

11. BASIL L, WHITENER 
12. DAVID HALL* 


NORTH DAKOTA 


AL QUENTIN N. BURDICK* 
AL Don L, Short* 


OHIO 


. Gordon H. Scherer 
William E, Hess 
Paul F, Schenck 
William M, McCulloch 
Delbert L, Latta* 
JAMES G, POLK 
. Clarence J, Brown 
. Jackson E, Betts 
. THOMAS L, ASHLEY 
10. WALTER H, 4OELLER* 
11. ROBERT E, COOK* 

12. Samuel L. Devine* 

13. A.D, Baumhart Jr. 
14, William H. Ayres 

15. John E, Henderson 

16. Frank T. Bow 

17. ROBERT W, LEVERING* 
18. WAYNE L, HAYS 

19. MICHAEL J. KIRWAN 
20. MICHAEL A, FEIGHAN 
21. CHARLES A, VANIK 
22. Frances P, Bolton 
23. William E. Minshall 
OKLAHOMA 

1. Page Belcher 

2. ED EDMONDSON 

3. CARL ALBERT 


SOMPNAUNPWNeE 


... 282 DEMOCRATS, 153 REPUBLICANS ELECTED 


{Outcome in doubt or recount ordered 






tElected as an independent write-in candidate 


4. TOM STEED 
5. JOHN JARMAN 
6. TOBY MORRIS 


OREGON 


1. Walter Norblad 

2. AL ULLMAN 

3. EDITH GREEN 

4. CHARLES O. PORTER 


PENNSYLVANIA 


WILLIAM A. BARRETT 
KATHRYN E, GR ANAHAN 
. JAMES A, BYRNE 

. ROBERT N.C, NIX 

. WILLIAM J. GREEN JR. 
. HERMAN TOLL* 

. William H, Milliken Jr.* 
. Willard S, Curtin 

. Paul B. Dague 

10. STANLEY A, PROKOP* 
11. DANIEL J, FLOOD 

12. Ivor D. Fenton 

13. John A, Lafore Jr. 

14, GEORGE M. RHODES 
15. FRANCIS E. WALTER 
16. Walter M. Mumma 

17. Alvin R. Bush 

18. Richard M. Simpson 

19. JAMES M. QUIGLEY* 
20. James E, Van Zandt 

21. JOHN H. DENT 

22. John P. Saylor 

23. Leon H, Gavin 

24, Carroll D. Kearns 

25. FRANK M, CLARK 

26. THOMAS E, MORGAN 
27. James G. Fulton 

28. WILLIAMS.MOOREHEAD* 
29. Robert J. Corbett 

30. ELMER J. HOLLAND 


RHODE ISLAND 


1, AIME J, FORAND 
2. JOHN E. FOGARTY 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


. L. MENDEL RIVERS 

. JOHN J, RILEY 

. W.J. BRYAN DORN 

. ROBERT T. ASHMORE 

. ROBERT W, HEMPHILL 
. JOHN L. McMILLAN 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
1. GEORGE S. McGOVERN 
2. E.Y. Berry 


TENNESSEE 

. B. Carroll Reece 

. Howard H. Baker 

. JAMES B, FRAZIER JR. 
. JOE L, EVINS 
J.CARLTON LOSER 

. ROSS BASS 

. TOM MURRAY 

. ROBERT A, EVERETT 
. CLIFFORD DAVIS 


TEXAS 


1. WRIGHT PATMAN 
2. JACK B, BROOKS 


Ou -RWN RE 
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3. LINDLEY G.BECKWORTH 
4. SAM RAYBURN 
5. Bruce Alger 
6. OLIN E, TEAGUE 
7. JOHN DOWDY 
8. ALBERT THOMAS 
9. CLARK W, THOMPSON 
10. HOMER THORNBERR Y 
11. W. R. POAGE 
12, JIM WRIGHT 
13. FRANK IKARD 
14. JOHN YOUNG 
i5. JOE M. KILGORE 
16. J.T. RUTHERFORD 
17. OMAR BURLESON 
18. WALTER ROGERS 
19. GEORGE MAHON 
20. PAUL J. KILDAY 
21. O.C, FISHER 
22. BOB CASEY* 


UTAH 
1. Henry Aldous Dixon 
2. DAVID S, KING* 


VERMONT 
AL WILLIAM H, MEYER* 
VIRGINIA 


. THOMAS N. DOWNING* 
. PORTER HARDY JR. 
J. VAUGHAN GARY 

. WATKINS M. ABBITT 
WILLIAM M, TUCK 
Richard H, Poff 

BURR P, HARRISON 
HOWARD W., SMITH 

W. PAT JENNINGS 

. Joel T. Broyhill 


WASHINGTON 


. Thomas M, Pelly 
. Jack Westland 

. Russell V. Mack 
Catherine May* 

. Walt Horan 

. Thor C, Tollefson 
7. DON MAGNUSON 


WEST VIRGINIA 


. Arch A, Moore Jr. 

. HARLEY O. STAGGERS 

. CLEVELAND M., BAILEY 
. KEN HECHLER * 

. ELIZABETH KEE 

. JOHN M, SLACK* 


WISCONSIN 
. GERALD T, FLYNN* 


SY PNA Rw 


— 


aU ON 


Ou kWNe 


. Gardner R. Withrow 
CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI 
HENRY S. REUSS 
William K, Van Pelt 
Melvin R, Laird 

John W, Byrnes 

. LESTER R. JOHNSON 

. Alvin E, O’Konski 


WYOMING 
AL E, Keith Thomson 


SOPN OVP wN 


—_ 














ROBERT W.KASTENMEIER * 








DEMOCRATS INCREASE GOVERNORSHIP MARGIN 


Of the 34 gubernatorial races in 1958, Democrats won 25 
(including Maine where voting took place Sept. 8) and Repub- 
licans eight. The Democratic total included the Nebraska victory 
of Ralph G. Brooks over GOP Gov. Victor E. Anderson by 
a margin so small that final confirmation awaited counting of 
absentee ballots. Voting in the 34th race, in Alaska, takes 
place Nov. 25. 

The results gave the Democrats 34 Governors in 1959 com- 
pared with 14 for the Republicans. The division before the election 
was 29 Democrats and 19 Republicans. 

Democrats replaced Republicans in California, Maryland, 
Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, Ohio, South Dakota, Wisconsin, 
and Wyoming. In Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, Ohio, Wiscon- 
sin and Wyoming, they ousted incumbents. In Maryland, Republi- 
can Gov. Theodore R. McKeldin was barred by statute from suc- 
ceeding himself. In California, RepublicanGov. Goodwin J. Knight 
was the unsuccessful GOP candidate for the Senate and in South 
Dakota Republican Gov. Joe J, Foss was anunsuccessful candidate 
for the House. 

Republicans replaced Democrats in Arizona, New York, 
Rhode Island and Oregon. In New York, Rhode Island and Oregon, 
the GOP defeated Democratic incumbents. In Arizona, Democratic 
Gov. Ernest W. McFarland was the unsuccessful Democratic 
candidate for the Senate. 


Senate Balance 


Twenty-four Governors might have an opportunity to change 
the Senate lineup in the 85th Congress if at least one of their 
state’s Senators died or resigned. 

In 1959, 20 Republican Senators will represent 14 states where 
a Democrat sits in the state house: 


State Senator Age in 1959 
California Thomas H., Kuchel 48 
Colorado Gordon Allott 51 
Connecticut Prescott Bush 63 
Iowa Bourke B, Hickenlooper 62 

Thomas E, Martin 65 
Kansas Andrew F, Schoeppel 64 
Frank Carlson : 65 
Kentucky John Sherman Cooper 57 
Thruston B, Morton 51 
Maine Margaret Chase Smith 61 
Maryland J. Glenn Beall 64 
John Marshall Butler 61 
Massachusetts Leverett Saltonstall 66 
Nebraska Carl T. Curtis 53 
Roman L, Hruska 54 
New Jersey Clifford P, Case 54 
Pennsylvania Hugh Scott 57 
South Dakota Karl E, Mundt 58 
Francis Case 62 
Wisconsin Alexander Wiley 74 


Fourteen Democratic Senators will represent 10 states where 
a Republican occupies the state house: 


State Senator Age in 1959 
Arizona Carl Hayden 81 
Delaware J. Allen Frear Jr. 55 
Idaho Frank Church 34 
Illinois Paul H, Douglas 66 
Indiana Vance Hartke 49 
Montana Mike Mansfield 55 

James E, Murray 82 
Oregon Wayne Morse 58 
Richard L. Neuberger 46 
Rhode Island Theodore Francis Green 91 
John O, Pastore 51 
Utah Frank E, Moss 48 
West Virginia Robert C, Byrd 40 
Jennings Randolph 56 
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The Nation’s Governors 


Following is a list of Governors of 48 states 
and the year in which the office is up for election. 
Alaska will elect it~ first Governor on Nov. 25, 
Democrats are in capital letters. The Governors 
elected in 1958 are underlined. 


Alabama -- JOHN PATTERSON 1962 
Alaska -- To be elected Nov. 25. 

Arizona -- Paul Fannin 1960 

Arkansas -- ORVAL FAUBUS 1960 
California -- EDMUND G. BROWN 1962 
Colorado -- STEPHEN L.R. McNICHOLS 1962 
Connecticut -- ABRAHAM RIBICOFF 1962 
Delaware -- J, Caleb Boggs 1960 

Florida -- LEROY COLLINS 1960 

Ge. rgia -- ERNEST VANDIVER 1962 
Idaho -- Robert E. Smylie 1962 

Illinois -- William G. Stratton 1960 
Indiana -- Harold W. Handley 1960 

Iowa -- HERSCHEL C. LOVELESS 1960 
Kansas -- GEORGE DOCKING 1960 
Kentucky -- A.B, CHANDLER 1959 





























Louisiana -~ EARL K, LONG 1959 

Maine -- CLINTON A. CLAUSON 1962 
Maryland -- J, MILLARD TAWES 1962 
Massachusetts -- FOSTER FURCOLO 1960 
Michigan -- G. MENNEN WILLIAMS 1960 
Minnesota -- ORVILLE L. FREEMAN 1960 
Mississippi -- J.P. COLEMAN 1959 
Missouri -- JAMES T. BLAIR JR. 1960 
Montana -- J. Hugo Aronson 1960 
Nebraska -- *R ALPH G. BROOKS 1960 
Nevada -- GRANT SAWYER 1962 

New Hampshire -- Wesley Powell 1960 
New Jersey -- ROBERT B. MEYNER 1961 
New Mexico -- JOHN BURROUGHS 1960 
New York -- Nelson A. Rockefeller 1962 
North Carolina -- LUTHER B. HODGES 1960 
North Dakota -- John E. Davis 1960 





























Ohio -- MICHAEL V. DISALLE 1962 
Oklahoma -- J. HOWARD EDMONDSON 1962 
Oregon -- Mark Hatfield 1962 

Pennsylvania -- DAVID L. LAWRENCE 1962 
Rhode Island -- Christopher Del Sesto 1960 
South Carolina -- ERNEST F. HOLLINGS 1962 
South Dakota -- RALPH HERSETH 1960 
Tennessee -- BUFORD ELLINGTON 1962 
Texas -- PRICE DANIEL 1960 

Utah -- George D. Clyde 1960 

Vermont --*Robert T. Stafford 1960 
Virginia -- J. LINDSAY ALMOND 1961 
Washington -- ALBERT D. ROSELLINI 1960 
West Virginia -- Cecil H. Underwood 1960 
Wisconsin -- GAYLORD A, NELSON 1960 
Wyoming -- J.J. HICKEY 1962 





























*Probable winner as of Nov. 6. 
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State 


Ala. 
Calif. 
Conn. 
Del. 
Fla. 
bt: 
Maine 
Md. 
Mass. 


Mich. 





‘4 Minn. 


Miss. 
Mo. 


SRM 


Mont. 
Neb. 
? Nev. 
é N. J. 
N. M. 
iA N. Y. 
N.C. 
, N. D. 
Ohio 


Tenn. 
Texas 
Utaht 
Vt. 

Va. 
Wash. 
W. Va. 
(Full term) 
W. Va. 


ne (Short term) 
e Wis. 





Wyo. 





SENATE POPULAR VOTE RETURNS 


Followingare unofficial vote returns in the 33 Senate races held Nov. 4, 
and the single Maine contest Sept, 8. An asterisk denotes an incumbent can- 


Democratic 
Nominee 


Ernest W. McFarland 
120,892 
Clair Engle 
2,789,814 
Thomas J, Dodd 
554, 134 
Elbert Cary |: 
76,528 
Spessard L. Holland* 
56,815 
R, Vance Hartke 
954,032 
Edmund S. Muskie 
171,942 
Thomas D'Alesandro 
365, 934 
John F. Kennedy* 
1,358,681 
Philip A, Hart 
1,218,575 
Eugene J. McCarthy 
524,346 
John C, Stennis* 
Stuart Symington* 
774,375 
Mike Mansfield* 
168, 217 
Frank B, Morrison 
181,296 
Howard W, Cannon 
45, 340 
Harrison A. Williams 
965, 112 
Dennis Chavez* 
122,335 
Frank S$, Hogan 
2,713,478 
B. Everett Jordan* 
296, 564 
Raymond G, Vendsel 
86, 38) 
Stephen M. Young 
1,650,175 
George M, Leader 
1,924, 168 
John O. Pastore* 
218,983 
Albert Gore* 
98, 187 
Ralph W. Yarborough* 
497,132 
Frank E. Moss 
111,248 
Frederick J, Fayette 
59, 307 
Harry Flood Byrd* 
305, 110 
Henry M, Jackson* 
549,729 
Robert C. Byrd 
380,818 
Jennings Randolph 
372,998 
William Proxmire* 
664,041 
Gale McGee 
57,915 


t]. Bracken Lee (Ind.) received 32,165 votes. 


Republican 


Nominee 


Barry Goldwater* 
154,284 
Goodwin J. Knight 
2,083,989 
William A. Purtell* 
408, 142 
John J. Williams* 
81,241 
Leland Hyzer 
23,371 
Harold W. Handley 
709,796 
Frederick G. Payne* 
112,178 
J. Glenn Beall* 
379, 295 
Vincent J. Celeste 
489,656 
Charles E. Potter* 
1,047,084 
Edward J. Thye* 
467,510 
None 
Hazel Palmer 
371,807 
Lou W. Welch 
53,296 
Roman L, Hruska* 
228,291 
George W. Malone* 
33,719 
Robert W. Kean 
876,323 
Forrest S, Atchley 
75,131 
Kenneth B, Keating 
2,844,701 
Richard C, Clark Jr. 
103,216 
William Langer* 
86, 381 
John W, Bricker* 
1,497,628 
Hugh Scott 
2,042,847 
Bayard Ewing 
122, 100 
Hobart F., Atkins 
28,261 
Roy Whittenburg 
164,865 
Arthur V. Watkins* 
100, 133 
Winston L, Prouty 
64,741 
Lovise O. Wensel (Ind.) 
113,628 
William B, Bantz 
225,669 
Chapman Revercomb* 
262,371 
John D, Hoblitzell Jr .* 
255, 189 
Roland J. Steinle 
495, 206 
Frank A. Barrett* 
56,364 





GOVERNORS POPULAR VOTE RETURNS 


Following are unofficial popular vote returns in the 32 gubernatorial 


elections held Nov. 4,and the Maine election Sept. 8. An asterisk denotes 


an incumbent. 


State 


Ala. 
Ariz. 
Ark. 


Calif. 


Colo. 
Conn. 


Ga. 
idaho 


Md. 


Mass. 
Mich. 
Minn. 


Nev. 
N. H. 
N. M. 
N. Y. 


Ohio 
Okla. 


Ore. 


S.C. 
Ss. D. 


Tenn. 
Texas 
Vt. 
Wis. 


Wyo. 


Returns are unofficial and in some cases incomplete. 


Democratic 
minee 


John Patterson 
123,740 

Robert Morrison 
93,326 

Orval Faubus* 
193,431 

Edmund G. Brown 

2,989,991 


Stephen L.R. McNichols* 
320,426 

Abrahom Ribicoff* 
606, 294 

Ernest Vandiver 

A.M, Derr 
116,477 

Herschel C, Loveless* 
462,522 


George Docking* 
406, 836 

Clinton A. Clauson 
145,619 

J. Millard Tawes 
482,114 


Foster Furcolo* 
1,065,778 
G. Mennen Williams* 
1, 143,076 
Orville L. Freeman* 
521,447 
Ralph G. Brooks 
207, 487 


Grant Sawyer 
47,488 

Bernard L, Boutin 
100,028 

John Burroughs 
103,216 

Averell Harriman* 

2,560,802 

John F , Lord 
35,203 


Michael V. DiSalle 

1, 868, 890 

J. Howard Edmondson 
401,548 

Robert D. Holmes* 
240, 398 


David L. Lewrence 
2,024,395 
Dennis J. Roberts* 
167,912 
Ernest F, Hollings 
Ralph Herseth 
125,686 
Buford Ellington 
81,392 
Price Daniel* 
595,882 
Bernard J. Leddy 
61,055 
Gaylord A. Nelson 
627,767 
J.J. Hickey 
54,756 


Stn rid Is shalt npr cap yatta! ce Week ending Nov 


Republican 
Romfans 
William M, Longshore 

14,235 
Paul Fannin 
119,023 
George W. Johnson 
37,781 
William F, Knowland 
1,995,935 


Palmer L. Burch 
227,262 

Fred Zeller 
360, 354 


None 

Robert E, Smylie* 
121,597 

William G, Murray 
392,892 


Clyde M, Reed 
305,779 

Horace A. Hildreth 
134,998 

James P.S. Devereux 
817,748 


Charles Gibbons 
817,748 

Paul D, Bagwell 

1,007,035 

George MacKinnon 
405,374 

Victor E, Anderson* 
204,225 


Charles H. Russell* 
31,761 

Wesley Powell 
106,653 

Edwin L. Mechem* 
101,044 

Nelson A, Rockefeller 

3,117,864 

John E. Davis* 
38,289 


C, William O'Neill* 
1,411,212 
Phil Ferguson 
107, 859 
Mark Hatfield 
297,162 


Arthur T, McGonigle 

1,944,260 

Christopher Del Sesto 
174,270 

None 

Phi! Saunders 
118,877 

Tom P. Wall Jr. 
12,294 

Edwin S. Maver 


84,634 

Robert T. Stafford 
62,051 

Vernon W. Thomson* 
544,221 

Milward L. Simpson* 
52, 154 
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NEWCOMERS TO OFFICE .. . 


Following is a list of freshman Representatives, Senators and Governors 
elected Nov. 4, 1958, and the persons they will replace in 1959. 


State Dist. 
Ark. 5 
Calif. 1 
Calif. 2 
Calf, 7 
Calif, 25 
Colo. 2 
Conn. 1 
Conn. 2 
Conn. 3 
Conn. 4 
Conn. 5 
Conn. AL 
Del. AL 
Wl. 3 
Wl. 4 
ill. 8 
il. 11 
il. 14 
il. 20 
Wl. 23 
Ind. 3 
Ind. 5 
Ind. 6 
Ind. 9 
Ind. 10 
Ind. 11 
lowa 2 
lowa 4 
lowa 5 
Kan 2 
Kan 3 
Ky. 1 
Ky. 3 
La. 8 
Maine 1 
Md. 1 
Md. 2 
Md. 6 
Mass 1 
Mass 9 
Mass. 13 
Mich 7 
Minn 2 
Minn 4 
Minn 9 
Neb. 3 
Neb. 4 
N.J. 1 
NJ. 12 
N.J. 13 
N.J. 14 
N.M. AL 
wy. 4 
a. Ww 
N.Y. 27 
N.Y. 32 
N.Y. 34 
N.Y. 38 
N.Y. 41 
Me. 2 
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HOUSE NEWCOMERS 


Who Won Seat 
Dale Alford (D)t 
Clement W. Miller (D) 
Harold T. Johnson (D) 
Jeffery Cohelan (D) 
George A. Kasem (D) 
Byron L. Johnson (D) 
Emilio Q. Daddario (D) 
Chester W. Bowles (D) 
Robert N. Giaimo (D) 
Donald J. Irwin (D) 
John S. Monagan (D) 
Frank Kowalski (D) 
Harris B. McDowell Jr. (D) 
William T. Murphy (D) 
Edward J. Derwinski (R) 
Daniel D. Rostenkowski (D) 
Roman C. Pucinski (D) 
Elmer J. Hoffman (R) 
Edna Simpson (R) 
George E. Shipley (D)* 
John Brademas (D) 
J. Edward Roush (D) 
Fred Wampler (D) 
Earl Hogan (D) 
Randall S. Harmon (D) 
Joseph W. Barr (D) 
Leonard G. Wolf (D) 
Steven V. Carter (D) 
Neal E. Smith (D) 
Newell A. George (D) 
Denver D. Hargis (D) 
Frank A. Stubblefield (D) 
Frank W. Burke (D) 
Harold B. McSween (D) 
James C. Oliver (D) 
Thomas F. Johnson (D) 
Daniel B. Brewster (D) 
John R. Foley (D) 
Silvio O. Conte (R) 
Hastings Keith (R) 
James A. Burke (D) 
James G. O'Hara (DB) 
Ancher Nelson (R) 
Joseph E. Karth (D) 
Odin Langen (R) 
Lawrence Brock (D) 
Donald F, McGinley (D) 
William T. Cahill (R) 
George M. Wallhauser (R) 
Cornelius E. Gallagher (D) 
Dominick V. Daniels (D) 
Thomas G. Morris (D) 
Seymour Halpern (R) 
John V. Lindsay (R) 
Robert R. Barry (R) 
Samuel S. Stratton (D) 
Alexander Pirnie (R) 
Jessica McC. Weis (R) 
Thaddeus J. Dulski (D) 
David Hall (D) 





Who Held Seat 
Brooks Hays (D) 
Hubert B. Scudder (R)' 
Clair Engle (D)* 
John J. Allen Jr. (R) 
Patrick J. Hillings (R)® 
William S. Hill (R)' 
Edwin H. May Jr. (R) 
Horace Seely-Brown Jr. (R) 
Albert W. Cretella (R) 
Albert P. Morano (R) 
James T. Patterson (R) 
Antoni N. Sadlak (R) 
Harry G. Haskell Jr. (R) 
Emmet F. Byrne (R) 
William E. McVey (R)? 
Thomas S. Gordon (D)' 
Timothy P, Sheehan (R) 
Russell W. Keeney (R)? 
Sid Simpson (R)? 
Charles W. Vursell (R) 
F. Jay Nimtz (R) 
John V. Beamer (R) 
Cecil M. Harden (R) 
Earl Wilson (R) 
Ralph Harvey (R) 
Charles B. Brownson (R) 
Henry O. Talle (R) 
Karl M, LeCompte (R)' 
Paul Cunningham (R) 
Errett P. Scrivner (R) 
Myron V. George (R) 
Noble J. Gregory (D)’ 
John M, Robsion Jr. (R) 
George S. Long (D)? 
Robert Hale (R) 
Edward T. Miller (R) 
James P.S. Devereux (R)® 
DeWitt S. Hyde (R) 
John W. Heselton (R)' 
Donald W. Nicholson (R)' 
Richard B. Wigglesworth (R)‘ 
Robert J. McIntosh (R) 
Joseph P. O'Hara (R)' 
Eugene J. McCarthy (D)?* 
Coya Knutson (D) 
Robert D. Harrison (R) 
A.L. Miller (R) 
Charles A. Wolverton (R)' 
Robert W. Kean (R)? 
Alfred D. Sieminski (D)7 
Vincent J. Dellay (D)t 
John J. Dempsey (D)? 
Henry J. Latham (R)*® 
Frederic R. Coudert Jr. (R)' 
Ralph W. Gwinn (R)' 
Bernard W. Kearney (R)' 
William R. Williams (R)' 
Kenneth B. Keating (R)? 
Edmund P. Radwan (R)' 
George A. Shuford (D)' 
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State 
N.D, 
N.D. 
Ohio 
Ohio 
Ohio 
Ohio 
Ohio 
Pa. 
Pa. 
Pa. 
Pa, 
Pa, 
Texas 


(formerly AL) 


Utah 
Vt. 
Va. 
Wash. 
W.Va. 
W.Va. 
Wis. 
Wis. 


Calif. 
Conn. 
Ind. 
Maine 
Mich, 
Minn. 
Nev. 
N.J. 
N.Y. 
Ohio 
Pa. 
Utah 


W.Va. 


Wyo. 


Ala. 
Ariz. 
Calif. 
Ga. 
Maine 
Md. 
Neb. 
Nev. 
N.H, 
N.M. 
wT. 
Ohio 
Okla. 
Ore. 
Pa. 
R.|. 
3. 
Se. 
Tenn. 
Vt. 
Wis. 
Wyo. 


LY INC. 
by sditorial clients 


AL 
AL 
5 
10 
1B 
12 
17 
6 
7 
10 
19 
28 
22 


2 
AL 


n-—-GA Rm 





HEADNOTES 
1 -- Retired 
2 -- Died 


3 -- Ran for Senate 
4 -- Ran for House 


Who Won Seat 
Quentin N. Burdick (D) 
Don L. Short (R) 
Delbert L. Latta (R) 
Walter H. Moeller (D) 
Robert E. Cook (D) 
Samuel L. Devine (R) 
Robert W. Levering (D) 
Herman Toll (D) 
William H. Milliken Jr. (R) 
Stanley A. Prokop (D) 
James M. Quigley (D) 
William S$. Moorehead (D) 
Bob Casey (D) 


David S. King (D) 
William H. Meyer (D) 
Thomas N. Downing (D) 
Catherine May (R) 

Ken Hechler (D) 

John M, Slack (D) 

Gerald T. Flynn (D) 
Robert W. Kastenmeier (D) 


SENATE 


Clair Engle (D) 

Thomas J. Dodd (D) 

R. Vance Hartke (D) 
Edmund S$. Muskie (D) 
Philip A. Hart (D) 
Eugene J. McCarthy (D) 
Howard W. Cannon (D) 
Harrison A. Williams (D) 
Kenneth B. Keating (R) 
Stephen M. Young (D) 
Hugh Scott (R) 

Frank E. Moss (D) 
Winston L. Prouty (R) 
Robert C. Byrd (D) 
Jennings Randolph (D) 
Gale McGee (D) 


}Dellay ran as an Independent 
*Probable winner as of Nov, 6 


Who Held Seat 
Usher L. Burdick (R)*' 
Otto Krueger (R)' 
Cliff Clevenger (R)' 
Thomas A. Jenkins (R)' 
David $. Dennison (R) 
John M, Vorys (R)' 
J. Harry McGregor (R)? 
Hugh Scott (R)* 
Benjamin F. James (R)' 
Joseph L. Carrigg (R) 
S. Walter Stauffer (R) 
Herman P, Eberharter (D) ? 
Martin Dies (D)' 


William A, Dawson (R) 
Winston L., Prouty (R) * 
Edward J. Robeson Jr. (D)’ 
Hal Holmes (R)' 

Will E. Neal (R) 

Robert C. Byrd (D)* 
Lawrence H. Smith (R)? 
Donald E. Tewes (R) 


William F. Knowland (R)§° 
William A. Purtell (R) 
William E, Jenner (R)' 
Frederick G. Payne (R) 
Charles E. Potter (R) 
Edward J. Thye (R) 
George W. Malone (R) 
H. Alexander Smith (R)' 
Irving M, Ives (R)' 

John W. Bricker (R) 
Edward Martin (R)' 
Arthur V. Watkins (R) 
Ralph E. Flanders (R)' 
Chapman Revercomb (R) 
John D. Hoblitzell Jr. (R) 
Frank A. Barrett (R) 


GOVERNORSHIPS 


John Patterson (D) 

Paul Fannin (R) 

Edmund G. (Pat) Brown (D) 
Ernest Vandiver (D) 
Clinton A. Clauson (D) 
J. Millard Tawes (D) 
Ralph G. Brooks (D)* 
Grant Sawyer (D) 

Wesley Powell (R) 

John Burroughs (D) 
Nelson A. Rockefeller (R) 
Michael V. DiSalle (D) 
J. Howard Edmondson (D) 
Mark Hatfield (R) 

David i. Lawrence (D) 
Christopher Del Sesto (R) 
Ernest F. Hollings (D) 
Ralph Herseth (D) 

Buford Ellington (D) 
Robert T. Stafford (R)* 
Gaylord A. Nelson (D) 
J.J. Hickey (D) 


James E. Folsom (D) ® 
Ernest W. McFarland (D)? 
Goodwin J. Knight (R)* 
Marvin Griffin (D) ® 
Edmund S$. Muskie (D)* 
Theodore R. McKeldin (R) ® 
Victor E, Anderson (R) 
Charles H. Russell (R) 
Lane Dwinell (R)' 

Edwin L. Mechem (R) 
Averell Harriman (D) 

C. William O'Neill (R) 
Raymond Gary (D)® 
Robert D. Holmes (D) 
George M. Leader (D)** 
Dennis J, Roberts (D) 
George Bell Timmerman Jr. (D) ® 
Joe J. Foss (R)*® 

Frank G. Clement (D) ° 
Joseph B. Johnson (R)' 
Vernon W. Thomson (R) 
Milward L. Simpson (R) 











) () HEADNOTES 
. 5 -- Ran for Governor 


6 -- Ran for another state office 
7 -- Defeated in primary 
8 -- Cannot succeed himself 


{Independent write-in candidate 
expected to vote with Democrats 


In the House, Democrats picked up 49 seats previously held by Republi- 
cans while holding all their own seats safe but one -- the Minnesota 9th 
) District. (Note: in the chart below, the New Jersey 14th District is counted 
¢ as a switch from Republican to Democratic even though the incumbent, Vin- 

cent J. Dellay, formally transferred allegiance to the Democrats after being 
elected as a Republican in 1956. Dellay, running as an Independent, failed 
to win reelection Nov. 4.) 





In the Senate, Democrats picked up 13 Republican seats and held all 
their own seats safe. Democrats also took 8 governorships from the GOP, 
while the Republicans picked up 4 governorships previously held by Democrats. 


The following breakdown of switches for the House, Senate and governor- 
ships gives the names of the winning and losing candidates. If the loser was 
not the incumbent, the incumbent's name is listed in parentheses below that 


of the loser. 


HOUSE 
State Dist. Winner Loser 
Calif. 1 Clement W. Miller (D) Frederick G. Dupuis (R) 
(Herbert B. Scudder R') 
Calif. 7 Jeffery Cohelan (D) John J, Allen Jr. (R) 
Calif. 25 George A. Kasem (D) Prescott O. Lieberg (R) 
? (Patrick J. Hillings R®) 
Colo. 2 Byron L. Johnson (D) John G. Mackie (R) 
(William S. Hill R') 
Conn. 1 Emilio Q. Daddario (D) Edwin H. May Jr. (R) 
Conn. 2 Chester Bowles (D) Horace Seely=Brown Jr. (R) 
Conn. 3 Robert Giaimo (D) Albert W. Cretella (R) 
Conn. 4 Donald J. Irwin (D) Albert P. Morano (R) 
Conn. 5 John Monagan (D) James T. Patterson (R) 
Conn. AL Frank Kowalski (D) Antoni N. Sadlak (R) 
Del. AL Harris B. McDowell Jr. (D) Harry G. Haskell Jr. (R) 
il. 3 William T. Murphy (D) Emmet F. Byrne (R) 
il. 1B Roman C. Pucinski (D) Timothy P. Sheehan (R) 
il. 23 George E. Shipley (D)* Charles W. Vursell (R) 
Ind. 3 John Brademas (D) F. Jay Nimtz (R) 
Ind. 5 J. Edward Roush (D) John V. Beamer (R) 
Ind. 6 Fred Wampler (D) Cecil M. Harden (R) 
Ind. 9 Earl Hogan (D) Earl Wilson (R) 
Ind. 10 Randall $. Harmon (D) Ralph Harvey (R) 
Ind. 11 Joseph W. Barr (D) Charles B. Brownson (R) 
lowa 2 Leonard G. Wolf (D) Henry O. Talle (R) 
lowa 4 Steven V. Carter (D) John Kyl (R) 
\ (Korl M, LeCompte R') 
lowa 5 Neal E. Smith (D) Paul Cunningham (R) 
Kan. 2 Newell A. George (D) Errett P. Scrivner (R) 
Kan. 3 Denver D. Hargis (D) Myron V. George (R) 
y Ky. 3 Frank W. Burke (D) John M, Robsion Jr. (R) 
} Maine 1 James C. Oliver (D) Robert Hale (R) 
; Md. 1 Thomas F. Johnson (D) Edward T. Miller (R) 
= Md, 2 Daniel B. Brewster (D) Fife Symington (R) 
Bs (James P.S. Devereux R°) 
4 Md. 6 — John R. Foley (D) DeWitt S. Hyde (R) 
Ea Mass. 13 James A. Burke (D) William W. Jeriness (R) 
se (Richard B. Wigglesworth R') 
Fi Mich. 7 James G. O'Hara (D) Robert J. Mcintosh (R) 
& Minn. 9 Odin Langen (R) Coya Knutson (D) 
: Neb. 3 Lawrence Brock (D) Robert D. Harrison (R) 
i: Neb. 4 Donald F. McGinley (D) A.L. Miller (R) 
~ i N.J. 14 Dominick V. Daniels (D) Frank A. Musto (R) 
) | ly (Vincent J. Dellay Rt) 


State 
N.Y. 
N.Y. 


N.D. 


Ohio 


Ohio 
Ohio 


Pa, 


Pa. 
Pa. 
Utah 
Vt. 


W.Va. 
Wis. 


Calif. 


Conn. 
Ind. 
Maine 
Mich. 
Minn. 
Nev. 
N.J. 


Ohio 
Utah 
W.Va. 


Wyo. 


Ariz. 
Calif. 
Md. 


Neb. 
Nev. 
N.M. 
.Y.. 
Ohio 
Ore. 
R.1. 
$.D. 


Wis. 
Wyo. 
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Dist. 
32 
41 


AL 


Winner 
Samuel S. Stratton (D) 
Thaddeus J. Dulski (D) 


Quentin N., Burdick (D) 


Walter H. Moeller (D) 


Robert E. Cook (D) 
Robert W. Levering (D) 


Herman Toll (D) 


Stanley A. Prokop (D) 
James M. Quigley (D) 
David S. King (D) 

William H. Meyer (D) 


Ken Hechler (D) 
Gerald T. Flynn (D) 


Robert W. Kastenmeier (D) 


SENATE 


Clair Engle (D) 


Thomas J. Dodd (D) 

R. Vance Hartke (D) 
Edmund S. Muskie (D) 
Philip A. Hart (D) 
Eugene J. McCarthy (D) 
Howard W. Cannon (D) 
Harrison A. Williams (D) 


Stephen M. Young (D) 
Frank E. Moss (D) 
Robert C. Byrd (D) 
Jennings Randolph (D) 
Gale McGee (D) 


. . « AND SEATS THAT SWITCHED PARTIES 


Loser 
Walter C. Shaw (R) 
(Bernard W. Kearney R') 
James O. Moore (R) 
(Edmund P, Radwan R') 
Orris G. Nordhougen (R) 
(Both Republican At Large 
Representatives retired) 
Homer E. Abele (R) 
(Thomas A. Jenkins R') 
David Dennison (R) 
Lawrence Burns Jr. (R) 
(J. Harry McGregor R?) 
Fred G. Gartner (R) 
(Hugh Scott R*) 
Joseph L. Carrigg(R) 
S. Walter Stauffer (R) 
William A. Dawson (R) 
Harold J. Arthur (R) 
(Winston L. Prouty R?) 
Will E. Neal (R) 
Eleanor J. Smith (R) 
(Lawrence H. Smith R?) 
Donald E. Tewes (R) 


Goodwin J. Knight (R) 
(William F. Knowland R°) 
William A. Purtell (R) 
Harold W. Handley (R) 
Frederick G. Payne (R) 
Charles E. Potter (R) 
Edward J. Thye (R) 
George W. Malone (R) 
Robert W. Kean (R) 

(H. Alexander Smith R') 
John W. Bricker (R) 
Arthur V. Watkins (R) 
Chapman Revercomb (R) 
John D. Hoblitzell (R) 
Frank A. Barrett (R) 


GOVERNORSHIPS 


Paul Fannin (R) 
Edmund G. (Pat) Brown (D) 
J. Millard Tawes (D) 


Ralph G. Brooks (D)* 
Grant Sawyer (D) 

John Burroughs (D) 
Nelson A. Rockefeller (R) 
Michael V. DiSalle (D) 
Mark Hatfield (R) 
Christopher Del Sesto (R) 
Ralph Herseth (D) 


Gaylord A. Nelson (D) 
J.J. Hickey (D) 


(QUARTERLY INC. 


Robert Morrison (D) 
(Ernest W. McFarland D*) 
William F. Knowland (R) 
(Goodwin J. Knight R*) 
James P.S. Devereux (R) 
(Theodore R. McKeldin R®) 
Victor E. Anderson (R) 
Charles H. Russell (R) 
Edwin L. Mechem (R) 
Averell Harriman (D) 

C. William O'Neill (R) 
Robert D. Holmes (D) 
Dennis J. Roberts (D) 

Phil Saunders (R) 

(Joe J. Foss R **) 

Vernon W. Thomson (R) 
Milward L. Simpson (R) 
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Election Sidelights 


FACTS AND FIGURES ON ELECTION AND 86th CONGRESS 


86th Congress Professions 


Lawyers again will predominate inthe 86th Congress, 
accounting for more than one-half of the membership. 
Almost 30 percent of the membership will have back- 
grounds in business or banking. 

Ninety-nine percent of the Senators and 88 percent 
of the Representatives inthe 86th Congress have had prior 
experience in politics or civic service. 

Some Members of Congress have engaged in more 
than one profession, which explains why the percentages 
in the following breakdown total more than 100. A few, 
such as housewives, fit into no professional category. 
Three Representatives are ministers, all Democrats. 
Two are doctors, one aRepublican, the other a Democrat. 
The Senate tabulation is based on all 96 members; the 
House on 400 of 435 members. 





|ssth Congress| och Congress| 


Senate House Senate House 





Agriculture 21% 11% 19% 10% 
Business or Banking 30 30 28 28 
Journalism 11 7 10 10 
Law 66 56 69 54 
Medicine, Dentistry, 

Engineering 4 2 2 2 
Teaching 18 10 20 9 


Congressional Seniority 


The Congressional elections brought three changes 
in party seniority rankings of the top five Republicans and 
Democrats in the Senate and House. 

In the Senate, the Democratic seniority list remained 
the same with Sen. Carl Hayden (Ariz.) in first place. 
He first took his Senate seat in 1927, 

Sen. Bourke B. Hickenlooper (Iowa) moved upto fifth 
place among Republican Senators to replace H. Alexander 
Smith (N.J.) who retired this year. 

Among House Democratic seniors, there was no 
change in the top five. 

Leo E, Allen(Ill.) moved upto fifth place on the House 
Republican seniority list, taking the place of Charles A, 
Wolverton (N.J.) who retired. 

The top five ranking Democrats and Republicans in 
each chamber, in order of their seniority: 

SENATE: Democrats -- Carl Hayden (Ariz.); Richard 
B. Russell (Ga.); Harry Flood Byrd (Va.); James E, Mur- 
ray (Mont.); Dennis Chavez (N.M.). 

Republicans -- Styles Bridges (N.H.); Alexander 
Wiley (Wis.);“William Langer (N.D.); George D. Aiken 
(Vt.); Bourke B, Hickenlooper (Iowa), 

HOUSE -- Democrats -- Sam Rayburn (Texas); Carl 
Vinson (Ga.); Clarence Cannon (Mo.) and Emanuel Celler 
(N.Y.); John W. McCormack (Mass.); Wright Patman 
(Texas), 

Republicans -- Daniel A, Reed (N.Y.); John Taber 
(N.Y.); Joseph W. Martin Jr. (Mass.); Edith Nourse 
Rogers (Mass.); Leo E, Ailen (Ill.). 


86th Congress Ages 


The average lawmaker in the new 86th Congress will 
be 53.3 years old -- more than 1% years younger than 
the average member of the 85th Congress. 

The average Senator in the new Congress will be 57 
years old, while the age of the average Representative 
will be 52.4 years. Averages are based on the ages of 
all 96 Senators and 396 of the 435 House Members, as 
of Jan. 1, 1958. How the average ages will compare 
with those for previous Congresses: 








Congress Senate House Both Chambers 
86th 56.9 54.5 58.3 
85th 57.8 54.5 54.9 
84th 57.2 51.3 52.2 
83rd 56.6 52 53 
82nd 56.6 52 53 
81st 58.5 51 53.8 


The oldest and the youngest Senators totake seats in 
the 86th Congress will be Democrats Theodore Francis 
Green (R,I.), 91, the oldest man ever toserve in Congress, 
and Franch Church (Idaho), who is 34, Oldest Republican 
Senator will be Alexander Wiley (Wis.), 74; the youngest, 
Thomas H. Kuchel (Calif.), 48. 


Senate Delegations 


In 34 states, both Senators in the 86th Congress will 
be: members of the same party: Republican, 10; Demo- 
cratic, 24. Senators in 14 other states will be from 
opposing parties. Alaska, the 49th state, votes Nov. 25. 
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Rhode Island 
South Carolina 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 
Wyoming 


Solid GOP Solid Democratic Divided 
Iowa Alabama Arizona 
Kansas Arkansas California 
Kentucky Florida Colorado 
Maryland Georgia Cennecticut 
Nebraska Louisiana Delaware 
New Hampshire Michigan Idaho 
New York Minnesota Illinois 
North Dakota Mississippi Indiana 
South Dakota Missouri Maine 
Vermont Montana Massachusetts 
Nevada New Jersey 
New Mexico Pennsylvania 
North Carolina Utah 
Ohio Wisconsin 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 
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Six Win Comeback Bids 


Six Democrats, all forrner members of the House of 
Representatives, won seats in the new 86th Congress -- 
four in the Senate and two in the House. 

Seven other Democrats, including a former Senator, 
and one man who had served in both Chambers, lost in 
their bids for two Senate and five House seats. A former 
Republican Representative also lost a bid for a seat in 
the House of Representatives. 

Former Democratic Representatives Thomas J. 
Dodd (Conn. 1953-57), Jennings Randolph (W.Va. 1933- 
47), Harrison A, Williams (N.J. 1953-57), and Stephen 
M. Young (Ohio 1933-37, 1941-43, 1949-51) won seats 
in the Senate. 

In addition, two former Democratic Representa- 
tives -- Harris B. McDowell (Del. 1955-57), and James 
M. Quigley (Pa. 1955-57) -- recaptured seats they 
had held in the House of Representatives during the 
84th Congress. 

The former Democrats who failed to win Senate seats 
in the 86th Congress were ex-Sen. Ernest W. McFarland 
(Ariz. 1941-53), former Democratic Majority Leader in 
the Senate; and ex-Rep. Thomas D’Alesandro (Md. 1939- 
47), mayor of Baltimore. One Democrat who formerly 
held a seat in both House and Senate, Hugh B. Mitchell 
(Wash. ex-Sen. 1945-46; ex-Rep. 1949-53), lost his 1958 
comeback bid for a House seat. 

In addition, four Democrats who once served in the 
House -- John M, Coffee (Wash. 1937-47), Don Hayworth 
(Mich. 1955-57), %obert H. Mollohan (W.Va. 1953-57) and 
Alphonse Roy (N.H. 1938) -- lost in their attempts to win 
seats in the House during the 86th Congress. 

The only former Republican Representative on 
the ballot Nov. 4, Fred C, Gartner (Pa. 1939-41) 
lost his election bid to return to the House. However, 
in Maine’s Sept. 8 election a former GOP Representa- 
tive, James C, Oliver (Maine 1937-43), won election 
as a Democrat. 


Rep. Hays Defeated on Write-in Vote 


Rep. Brooks Hays (D Ark.) became the first Con- 
gressional candidate to be defeated by a write-in op- 
ponent since 1954 when ex-Gov. Strom Thurmond (D 
S.C.) made political history by defeating State Sen. 
Edgar A, Brown (VD) in a write-in Senate contest. (1954 
Almanac p. 714) 

Dr. Dale Alford, who ran for Hays’ 5th District House 
seat as an Independent, is asegregationist member of the 
Little Rock school board. Hays had taken a moderate 
position on the segregation issue. Alford, 42, an opthal- 
mologist, never had before sought public office except for 
his school board post and campaigned for only one week 
for the southern Arkansas seat. He will enter the 86th 
Congress as a Democrat in spite of his bid for office as 
an Independent. 

Arkansas Gov. Orval Faubus (D) said Alford’s victory 
was an indication ‘‘that the strongest thing in American 
politics is public sentiment and when the people feel, 
rightly or wrongly, that their best interests are not being 
represented by a particular candidate, they will get some- 
one they feel will represent them.’’ 

Hays, a prominent Baptist layman, had served in 
the House since 1942. He and Coya Knutson (D Minn.) 
were the only two incumbent Democratic Representatives 
defeated Nov. 4. 
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Congressmen Win New Jobs 


Eleven members of the 85th Congress -- 10 Repre- 
sentatives and a Senator -- sought other elective jobs 
Nov. 4. Another Member ofthe 85th Congress, Alaska’s 
Delegate E.L. Bob Bartlett (D), is running for the Senate 
in his state’s Nov. 25 election. 

Seven of the 10 Representatives won their contests: 
six -- three Democrats and three Republicans -- gained 
seats in the U.S, Senate, and one, Henry J, Latham (R 
N.Y.), won a seat on the New York supreme court. 

The losers, all Republicans, failed in bids for two 
governorships, one seat in the U.S. Senate and the 
attorney general’s post in California, 

Reps. Robert C, Byrd (D W.Va.), Clair Engle (D 
Calif.), Kenneth B, Keating (R N.Y.), Eugene J, McCar- 
thy (D Minn.), Winston L, Prouty (R Vt.) and Hugh Scott 
(R Pa.) won seats in the U.S. Senate. Rep. Robert W. 
Kean (R N.J.) was the only incumbent Representative 
who lost a bid for the Senate. 

Senate Minority Leader William F. Knowland (R 
Calif.) failed in his bid to be elected CaliforniaGovernor. 
Rep. Patrick J. Hillings (R Calif.), running for state 
attorney general, also lost his bid for new office, In the 
other race involving an incumbent Member of Congress, 
Rep. James P.S. Devereux (R Md.) was defeated in the 
Maryland gubernatorial contest. 


Alaska Election Next 


Alaska will hold its first state election Nov. 25. At 
stake are the governorship, two seats in the U.S, Senate 
and one seat in the House of Representatives as well as 
all state offices. 

A provision in the Alaska constitution requiring that 
90 days must elapse between the primary and general 
election precluded Alaska from voting with other states 
Nov. 4. In the future, Alaska must hold its general 
elections on the second Tuesday in October as provided 
in its constitution. 

Major Alaskan candidates and the offices they seek: 
Senate (term A): Delegate E,.L. Bob Bartlett (D) vs. 
R.E, Robertson (R); Senate (term B): former Gov. Ernest 
Gruening (D) vs. former Gov. Mike Stepovich; Governor: 
William A, Egan (D) vs. John Butrovich (R); and Repre- 
sentative At Large: Ralph J. Rivers (D) vs. Henry A, 
Benson (R). (Weekly Report p. 1350) 

A time-honored Senate custom provides that the 
Senators-elect of a newly admitted state must draw lots 
to determine how long each will serve. Three slips, one 
good for a full six-year term, one for a four-year term 
and one for a two-year term will be placed in a hat. 
Alaska’s two Senators probably will flip a coin to see 
who will draw first. The new Senators will take their 
seats only for the number of years stated on their slips. 
But future elections will be for full six-year terms. 


Mrs. Knutson Loses 


Rep. Coya Knutson (D Minn.) was the only Democratic 
Representative to be defeated by a Republicaninthe Nov. 
4 election. She lost Minnesota’s °th District seat to Odin 
Langen, a farmer and state representative. Mrs. Knut- 
son’s husband had protested publicly against her candidacy 
for a third term in the House. (Weekly Report p. 618, 
1174) Her defeat brought Minnesota’s representation in 
the House to five Republicans and four Democrats. 
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“Right-to-Work” Laws 


‘‘Right-to-work’’ proposals were rejected by voters 
in five of the six states in which the controversial issue 
appeared on the ballot Noy. 4. Inthe highly industrialized 
states of California and Ohio, where adoption of the pro- 
position would have had nationwide impact, voters turned 
thumbs down by margins of nearly 2 to 1. 

Kansas was the only one of the six states to adopt the 
proposal; Colorado, Idaho and Washington (for the second 
time) rejected it. Incomplete returns from the six state 
referenda showed: 

KAN. -- For 340,762. Against: 264,257. 

CALIF, -- For: 616,416. Against: 1,011,779. 

COLO. -- For: 184,279. Against: 297,783. 

IDAHO -- For: 115,765. Against: 120,077. 

OHIO -- For: 1,158,115. Against: 1,987,215. 

WASH. -- For: 289,267. Against: 510,573. 

‘*Right-to-work’’ laws, though far from uniform inthe 
18 states which preceded Kansas into the fold, in general 
ban labor-management agreements that require a worker 
to join a union as a condition of holding his job. The ban 
affects the two most prevalent forms of ‘‘unionsecurity”’ 
-- the union shop, in which a worker must join the union 
30 to 60 days after he goes to work, and maintenance of 
membership, which requires a union member to keep up 
his dues during the life ofthe labor contract. Two-thirds 
of all labor-management contracts in the United States 
contain some kind of ‘‘union security’’ clause. In Ohio, 
an estimated 82 percent of labor contracts include such 
clauses; the proportion in California is almost that high. 

Of the 19 states, including Kansas, which ban compul- 
sory union membership, only Indiana has a high concen- 
tration of industry. The 19 states: 

SOUTH -- 100f 13: Ala., Ark., Fla.,Ga., Miss., N.C., 
S.C., Tenn., Texas and Va. 

MIDWEST -- 6 of 12: Ind., Iowa, Kan., Neb., N.D. 
and S.D. 

WEST -- 3 of 11: Ariz., Nev. and Utah. 

EAST -- None of 12. 

Three other states have repealed ‘‘right-to-work’”’ 
laws: Del., N.H. and La., which substituted a limited law 
applying only to agricultural workers. Before Nov. 4, six 
other states had turned down referenda calling for such 
laws and legislatures of 13 additional states had consid- 
ered but failed to pass RTW legislation. 

Labor and business groups fought high pressure 
propaganda battles in the six states that voted on the 
issue Nov. 4. (Weekly Report p. 1285) 

Only three of the 16 candidates for Senator or Gov- 
ernor in those states campaigned in favor of the ‘‘right- 
to-work’’ referenda -- William F. Knowland (R Calif.), 
gubernatorial candidate, and Sen. John W. Bricker and 
Gov. C. William O’Neill (both R Ohio). All three were 
defeated. 

In Kansas both gubernatorial candidates, Clyde M. 
Reed (R) and Gov. George Docking (D), plus ex-Govs. 
Alf Landon and Fred Hall (both R) campaigned against 
the proposal, but a majority of voters ignored them. 
Hall’s veto of a ‘“‘right-to-work’’ bill in 1955 led to his 
defeat in primaries in 1956 and 1958. (Weekly Report 
p. 996, 1039) The Kansas constitutional amendment was 
self-executing and therefore not subject to a veto by re- 
elected Gov. Docking. 

Indiana Democratic gains were credited, at least 
partly, to labor’s campaign for repeal of the RTW 
law. 


State Referenda 


Voters in 39 states Nov. 4 acted onan estimated 270 
referenda involving various state and local issues, some 
demanding national attention, others considerably less 
crucial. Foremost, of course, was the right-to-work ini- 
tiative which appeared on ballots in California, Ohio, 
Kansas, Colorado, Idaho and Washington. It was adopted 
only in Kansas. (See adjoining column) 

New Yorkers overwhelmingly approved a proposition 
allowing religious and non-profit benevolent groups to 
hold bingo games on a limited scale. The citizens of 
Michigan voted to revise an outdated state constitution 
containing more than 21,000 words -- about 2% times 
longer than the Federal Constitution. Arkansans were 
faced with an easy choice when they voted to cut the 
state sales tax from 3 percent to2 percent, but in Illinois 
a proposal to finance a $75 million Korean war bonus by 
a one-cent increase in the cigarette tax was defeated, 

In California, right-to-work grabbed most of the 
headlines, but two other controversial issues attracted 
much attention. Defeated by a4-1 ratiowas a proposition 
which would have ended the tax-exempt status for paro- 
chial and private schools below college level. Also 
downed, but by a lesser margin, was a ‘‘soak-the-rich’’ 
tax scheme. This would have cut the state sales tax from 
3 to 2 percent while raising the income tax on earnings 
over $50,000 from 6 to 46 percent. 

New Hampshirites finally got around to amending 
their state constitution to allow women tovote. Actually, 
they have been voting since the 19th amendment was 
ratified in 1920, so this was just a formality. 

Georgia voters faced what was probably the longest 
ballot in the country. It carried 75 separate proposed 
constitutional amendments, most of them minor and tech- 
nical. 


Vermont Democrat 


The Nov. 4 election produced the first Democratic 
Representative from Vermont in more than a century. 
William H. Meyer (D), 43, a West Rupert farmer, defeated 
former Gov. Harold J. Arthur (R), 54, of Burlington, 
63,418 to 59,528 for Representative At Large. 

The last time Vermont elected a Democrat to Con- 
gress was in 1852; he was Thomas Bartlett Jr., who 
served one two-year term. 

Meyer won the seat held by Rep. Winston L. Prouty 
(R), who was elected to the U.S. Senate. 


“Cherokee Strip” 


There will be so many Democrats (62) in the Senate 
in 1959 that it may be necessary to seat some of them 
in the so-called Cherokee Strip -- the last row of seats 
on the Republican side of the aisle. The strip got its 
name in 1937 when Democrats, with 76 Senators, over- 
flowed into the Republican side of the chamber. Demo- 
crats sitting there were so far from the rostrum they 
laughingly named their section of the chamber the 
Cherokee Strip after a narrow patch of land (near what 
is now the Kansas-Oklahoma border) once owned by the 
Cherokee Indians and feared as a wilderness. The area 
was shunned by white settlers and used as as a hideout 
by outlaws fleeing justice. 
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As a result of the Nov. 4 election, 11 states in 
1959 will have one-party Congressional delegations -- 
that is, delegations in which both Senators and all Rep- 
resentativesare members of the same political party. Of 
the 11 delegations, 10 are solid Democratic and only 


1958 
(86th Congress) 

Dem. GOP 
Ala. Mont. N.H. 

Ark. Nev. 
Ga, N.M. 
La. RI 
Miss. S.C 
1952 
(83rd Congress) 

Dem. GOP 
Ale. Miss. fowa ss. 
Ark. NM, Maine Utah 
Fla, R.I. Neb. Vt. 
Ge. 3.C. N.H. Wyo. 
La. Texas N.D,. 


Ala. 
Ariz. 
Ark, 
Fla, 
Ga. 
La. 
Miss . 


Dem. 


1946 


(80th Congress) 





N.M., Del, 
af. lowa 
Aa Kan, 
3s. Maine 
Texas Neb. 
Va, N.H,. 
N.D. 


GOP 


Ore. 
3.v. 
Wis. 





Dem. 
Ala N.M, 
Ark 8 a 
Ge; tx. 
La. 

Miss. 

Dem. 
Ala. N.M, 
Ariz, N.C 
Ark. RI. 
fs. S.C. 
Ga. Texas 
La. W.Va. 
Miss. Va. 


Ala. 
Ariz. 
Ark, 
Fla. 
Ga. 
La. 
Miss . 
Nev. 


Dem. 


1956 


ONE-PARTY DELEGATIONS IN CONGRESS, 1942-58 





one solid Republican. The following chart shows the 
number of states with one-party Congressional delega- 
tions after each election since 1942, Changes in the 
make-up of delegations occurring between elections are 
not included in the tabulation. 


(85th Congress) 


1950 
(82nd Congress) 


1944 
(79th Congress) 





GOP 


Conn, Vt. 
Neb. 
N.H,. 
N.D, 
Utah 


GOP 


Idaho 
Kan, 


Maine 
Neb. 
N.H, 


5D. 


GOP 


lowa 
Kan, 
Maine 
Neb. 
N.D, 
Ore. 
S.D. 
Vt. 





1954 
(84th Congress) 
Dem. GOP 
Ala, R.I. lowa 
Mm. 3. Kan, 
Ga. W.Va. Maine 
Miss . Neb, 
N.M, N.H. 
1948 
(81st Congress) 
Dem. GOP 
Ala. N.M, Kan 
Ariz, N.C. Maine 
Ark, Oklo. N.H 
Fla. Rasy N.D 
Ge. S.C Ore. 
La. Va. s.D. 
Miss. W.Va. Vt. 


1942 
(78th Congress) 


Dem. 





Ala. Nev. 
Ariz, NVM, 
Ark, N.C, 
Fla. R.I. 
Ge. 53.6 
La. Texas 
Miss, Utah 
Mont. Va. 


GOP 


Kari, 
Maine 
Neb. 
N.H. 
N.D. 
Ore. 
_t A 
Vt. 


N.D. 
$.D. 
Utah 
Vt. 
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CONGRESSIONAL LEADERS 


Probable party leaders in the 86th Congress: 

House: Speaker -- Sam Rayburn (D Texas); Majority 
Leader -- John W. McCormack (D Mass.); Majority Whip 
-- Carl Albert (D Okla.); Minority Leader -- Joseph W. 
Martin Jr. (R Mass.); Minority Whip --LeslieC. Arends 
(R Ill.). 

Senate: Majority Leader -- Lyndon B, Johnson (D 
Texas); Majority Whip -- Mike Mansfield (D Mont.); 
Minority Leader -- probably Everett McKinley Dirksen 
(R fll.), current Minority Whip, to replace retiring 
Sen. William F. Knowland (R Calif.); Minority Whip -- 
Undecided. 











Congressional Lineup 
The following table shows the number of Demo- 
crats and Republicans in each Congress since 1927: 
SENATE SEATS HELD 

Congress Democrats Republicans Other 
70th += 1927-29 46 49 1 
7ist 1929-31 39 56 1 
72nd) =1931-33 47 48 1 
73rd = 1933-35 60 35 1 
74th 1935-37 69 25 2 
75th = 1937-39 76 16 4 
76th = 1939-41 69 23 4 
77th 1941-43 66 28 z 
78th = 1943-45 58 37 1 
79th = 1945-47 56 38 1 
80th 1947-49 45 ol 0 
8lst 1949-51 54 42 0 
82nd 1951-53 49 47 0 
83rd 1953-55 47 48 1 
84th 1955-57 48 47 1 
85th 1957-59 49 47 0 
86th 1959-61 62 34 0 

HOUSE SEATS HELD 

70th = 1927-29 195 237 3 
7ist 1929-31 167 267 1 
72nd) =1931-33 220 214 1 
73rd = 1933-35 310 117 5 
74th 1935-37 319 103 10 
75th = 1937-39 331 89 13 
76th 1939-41 261 164 4 
77th = 1941-43 268 162 5 
78th 1943-45 218 208 + 
79th «=1945-47 242 190 2 
80th 1947-49 188 245 1 
8lst 1949-51 263 171 1 
82nd = 1951-53 234 199 1 
83rd 1953-55 211 221 1 
84th 1955-57 232 203 0 
85th 1957-59 233 200 0 
86th 1959-61 282 153 0 

Note: Figures based on count at beginning of first session. Vac- 

ancies not included. 
SOURCE: U.S. CENSUS BUREAU, STATISTICAL ABSTRACT 
OF THE UNITED STATES, 1958 











Ist Time in History 
3rd STRAIGHT OPPOSITION CONGRESS 


The voters Nov, 4 ordained a precedent-setting poli- 
tical record for President Eisenhower and the 86th Con- 
gress, When the new, Democratic-controlled Congress 
convenes Jan. 7, 1959, Mr. Eisenhower will become the 
first U.S. President ever to face three Congresses con- 
trolled in both chambers by the opposition party. Unless 
the 39th and 40th Republican-controlled Congresses 
(1865-69) under War Democrat President Andrew Johnson 
are considered as opposition Congresses, no opposition 
party ever has controlled both chambers for more than 
one Congress. (See chart next page.) 

The large Democratic majorities -- 28 inthe Senate, 
129 in the House, preceding the Nov. 25 Alaska results -- 
aiso set a record for opposition Congresses of the 20th 
century. President Harry S. Truman, during the 80th 
Congress (1947-49), battled a Republican majority of six 
in the Senate, 57 in the House. Woodrow Wilson in 1919- 
21 had to deal with a Republican Senate majority of two, 
a House majority of 50. Under William Howard Taft in 
1911-13, the Democrats held a 67-vote majority in the 
House but Taft’s Republican party outnumbered the Demo- 
crats in the Senate, 51-41. 

On a percentage basis as well, the 86thCongress will 
set a precedent. The Nov. 4 results gave the Democrats 
a 64.6 percent majority in the Senate and a 64.8 percent 
majority in the House. Never before (with the exception 
of the two Republican Congresses under Johnson) has an 
opposition party controlled Congress with more than a 
56 percent majority in each chamber. 

The Democrats’ Senate majority is so large that 
they could lose all of their northern seats up for reelection 
in 1960 and still control the Senate. The party, with its 
solid block of seats in the South, almost has become en- 
trenched in Congress during recent years regardless of 
which party has controlled the Presidency. The Republi- 
cans have been able tocontrol both chambers of Congress 
only twice (1947-49, 1953-55) since 1930. 

President Eisenhower’s lack of success in keeping 
control of Congress within his own party has only one 
close parallel in American political history. Democratic 
President Grover Cleveland (1885-89, 1893-97) contended 
with GOP control of the Senate six out of the eight years 
that he was in office, but the Republicans were in control 
of the House only two of those eight years. The Demo- 
crats will have controlled both chambers under Mr. 
Eisenhower for six out of eight years. 

With close to a two-thirds majority in both the 
Senate and House, Democrats of the 86th Congress 
will be in a strong position to override Presidential 
vetoes. But the record of the first four years of 
Eisenhower -Democratic control of the legislative process 
indicates a relatively cooperative final two years. Mr. 
Eisenhower’s vetoes actually have averaged fewer per 
year under the four years of Democratic control (21) 
than the average during the two years of GOP control (26). 
In the last four years Congress made onlythree attempts 
to override a veto and none was successful. By CQ’s 
analysis, the Democratic-controlled Congresses ap- 
proved, on the average, 44 percent of Mr. Eisenhower’s 
legislative requests compared to a 69 percent average 
for the GOP-controlled 83rd Congress. (Weekly Report 
p. 1131) 
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HISTORY OF OPPOSITION CONTROL 
OF CONGRESS SINCE THE CIVIL WAR 


Both Chambers 











SENATE* HOUSE* 
CONGRESS PRESIDENT Dem GOP Other Dem GOP Other 
86th (1959-61)T Eisenhower (R) 62 34 0 282 153 0 
85th (1957-59) Eisenhower (R) 49 47 0 235 200 0 
84th (1955-57) Eisenhower (R) 48 47 1 232 203 0 
80th (1947-49) Truman (D) 45 51 0 188 245 1 
66th (1919-21) Wilson (D) 47 49 0 190 240 3 
54th (1895-97) Cleveland (D) 39 43 6 105 244 7 
46th (1879-81) Hayes (R) 42 33 ] 149 130 14 
40th (1867-69) Johnson (D)** 1] 42 0 49 143 0 
39th (1865-67) Johnson (D)** 10 42 0 42 149 0 
Senate Only 
50th (1887-89) Cleveland (D) 37 39 0 169 152 4 
49th (1885-87) Cleveland (D) 34 43 0 183 140 2 
House Only 
72nd (1931-33) Hoover (R) 47 48 1 220 214 1 
62nd (1911-13) Taft (R) 4] 51 0 228 161 ] 
52nd (1891-93) Harrison (R) 39 47 2 235 88 9 
48th (1883-85) Arthur (R) 36 38 2 197 118 10 
45th (1877-79) Hayes (R) 36 39 1 153 140 0 
44th (1875-77) Grant (R) 29 45 2 169 109 14 








} Alaska not included in party breakdown, 
*Figures reflect lineups at beginning of each Congress; vacancies not included. 
** Johnson, a War Democrat, was a coalition running mate with Lincoln. 


SOURCE: 


HISTORICAL STATISTICS OF THE U.S. 


U.S. CENSUS BUREAU, STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF THE U.S., 1958; 
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CHAIRMEN, RANKING MEMBERS OF COMMITTEES 


Congressional custom dictates that the Member with 
the most previous service on a committee becomes its 
chairman when his party commands a majority in the 
chamber as a whole. The ratio of Democrats to Repub- 
licans on each committee is fixed at the beginning of the 
session by the party leadership. The Democrats retained 
control of both chambers of Congress in the Nov. 4 
Congressional election and, consequently, will organize 
the committees and appoint the committee chairmen in 
1959. Following is the list of probable committee chair- 
men (in capitals) and ranking minority members for the 
86th Congress, with their ages as of Jan.1, 1959. (Note: 
Members of Congress who are high ranking on several 
committees sometimes voluntarily relinquish seniority 
rights on all but one committee.) 


House Committees 


Agriculture -- HAROLD D. COOLEY (DN.C.), 61; 
Charles B. Hoeven (R Iowa), 63. 

Appropriations -- CLARENCE CANNON (D Mo.), 79; 
John Taber (R N.Y.), 77. 

Armed Services -- CARL VINSON (D Ga.), 75; 
Leslie C, Arends (R IIl.), 63. 

Banking and Currency -- BRENT SPENCE (D Ky.), 
84; Clarence E, Kilburn (R N.Y.), 65. 

District of Columbia -- JOHN L. McMILLAN (D 
S.C.), 60; James C, Auchincloss (R N.J.), 73. 

Education and Labor -- GRAHAM A, BARDEN (D 
N.C.), 62; Carroll D. Kearns (R Pa.), 58. 

Foreign Affairs -- THOMAS E. MORGAN (D Pa.), 
52; Robert B. Chiperfield (R I1.), 59. 

Government Operations -- WILLIAM L. DAWSON 
(D Ill.), 72; Clare E. Hoffman (R Mich.), 83. 

House Administration -- OMAR BURLESON (D 
Texas), 52; Paul F. Schenck (R Ohio), 59. 

Interior and Insular Affairs -- WAYNEN. ASPINALL 
(D Colo.), 62; John P. Saylor (R Pa.), 50. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce -- OREN HARRIS 
(D Ark.), 55; John B. Bennett (R Mich.), 54. 

Judiciary -- EMANUEL CELLER (D N.Y.), 70; 
William M, McCulloch (R Ohio), 57. 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries -- HERBERT C. 
BONNER (D N.C.), 67; Thor C. Tollefson (R Wash.), 57. 

Post Office and Civil Service -- TOM MURRAY (D 
Tenn.), 64; Edward H. Rees (R Kan.), 72. 

Public Works -- CHARLES A. BUCKLEY (D N.Y.), 
68; James C. Auchincloss (R N.J.), 73. 

Rules -- HOWARD W. SMITH (D Va.), 75; Leo E. 
Allen (R I11.), 60. 

Un-American Activities -- FRANCIS E. WALTER (D 
Pa.), 64; Donald L, Jackson (R Calif.), 48. 

Veterans’ Affairs -- OLIN E. TEAGUE (D Texas), 
48; Edith Nourse Rogers (R Mass.), 77. 

Ways and Means -- WILBUR D. MILLS (D Ark.), 47; 
Daniel A. Reed (R N.Y.), 83. 

Select Small Business -- WRIGHT PATMAN (D 
Texas); 65; R. Walter Riehlman (R N.Y.), 58. 

Science and Astronautics -- JOHN W. MCCORMACK 
D Mass.), 67; Joseph W. Martin Jr. (R Mass.), 74. 


Senate Committees 
Agriculture and Forestry -- ALLEN J. ELLENDER 
(D La.), 67; George D. Aiken (R Vt.), 66. 


Appropriations -- CARL HAYDEN (D Ariz.), 81; 
Styles Bridges (R'N.H.), 60. 





















































Armed Services -- RICHARD B. RUSSELL (D Ga.), 
61; Leverett Saltonstall (R Mass.), 66. (Styles Bridges 
actually is the highest ranking Republican on the Armed 
Services Committee; however, because of his positionon 
the Appropriations Committee, Bridges in the past has 
waived his seniority on the Armed Services Committee in 
favor of Saltonstall and is expected to do so again when 
Congress is organized in 1959.) 

Banking and Currency -- J.W., FULBRIGHT (D Ark.), 
53; Homer E, Capehart (R Ind.), 61. 

District of Columbia -- ALAN BIBLE (D Nev.), 49; 
J. Glenn Beall (R Md.), 64. 

Finance -- HARRY FLOOD BYRD (D Va.), 71; John J, 
Williams (R Del.), 54. 

Foreign Relations -- THEODORE FRANCIS GREEN 
(D R,I.), 91; Alexander Wiley (R Wis.), 74. 

Government Operations -- JOHN L. McCLELLAN 
(D Ark.), 62; Karl E, Mundt (R S.D.), 58. 

Interior and Insular Affairs -- JAMES E. MURRAY 
(D Mont.), 82; Henry C. Dworshak (R Idaho), 64. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce -- WARREN G, 
MAGNUSON (D Wash.), 53; Andrew F, Schoeppel (R Kan.), 
64, 

Judiciary -- JAMES O. EASTLAND (D Miss.), 54; 
Alexander Wiley (R Wis.), 74. 

Labor and Public Welfare -- LISTER HILL (D Ala.), 
64; Barry Goldwater (R Ariz.), 50. 

Post Office and Civil Service -- OLIN D. JOHNSTON 
(D S.C.), 62; Frank Carlson (R Kan.), 65. 

Public Works -- DENNIS CHAVEZ (D N.M.), 70; 
Francis Case (R S.D.), 62. 

Rules and Administration -- THOMAS C. HENNINGS 
JR. (D Mo.), 55; Carl T. Curtis (R Neb.), 53. 

Select Small Business -- JOHN J. SPARKMAN (D 
Ala.), 59; Leverett Saltonstall (R Mass.), 66. 

Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor 
or Management Field -- JOHNL,McCLELLAN (D Ark.), 






































62; Karl E. Mundt (R S.D.), 58. 
Aeronautical and Space Sciences -- LYNDON B. 
JOHNSON (D Texas), 50; Styles Bridges (R N.H.), 60. 





Joint Committees 


Atomic Energy -- SEN, CLINTON P. ANDERSON 
(D N.M.), 63, chairman; Rep. Carl T. Durham (D N.C.), 
66, vice chairman; Sen. Bourke B. Hickenlooper (R 
Iowa), 62; ranking minority Senate member; Rep. James 
E. Van Zandt (R Pa.), 60, ranking minority House 
member. 

Defense Production -- REP. PAUL BROWN (D Ga.), 
78, chairman; Sen. A. Willis Robertson (D Va.), 71, vice 
chairman; Rep. Gordon L. McDonough (R Calif.), 63, 
ranking minority House member; Sen. Homer E, Capehart 
(R Ind.), 61, ranking minority Senate member. 

Economic -- SEN. JOHN J. SPARKMAN (D Ala.), 59, 
chairman; Rep. Wright Patman (D Texas), 65, vice chair- 
man; all minority Senate members retired or defeated; 
Rep. Thomas B. Curtis (R Mo.), 47, ranking minority 
House member. 

{Internal Revenue Taxation -- REP. WILBUR D. 
MILLS (D Ark.), 47, chairman; Sen, Harry Flood Byrd 
(D Va.), 71, vice chairman; Rep. Daniel A. Reed (R 
N.Y.), 83, ranking minority House member; Sen. John 
J. Williams (R Del.), 54, ranking minority Senate 
member. 
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CALIFORNIA 
Clair Engle 


Rep. Clair Engle (D), 47, of Red Bluff -- a Congress- 
man most of his adult life -- counted on the serious Cali- 
fornia GOP split plus a statewide resurgence in Demo- 
cratic registrations to defeat Gov. Goodwin J. Knight (R) 
and carry him into the seat given up by Sen. William F, 
Knowland. 

Although Engle had only token opposition for the 
Senatorial nomination in the Democratic primary June 3, 
the results attested to his strength. Under California 
law, a primary candidate may file his name on both Demo- 
cratic «nd Republican ballots. Engle and the two Repub- 
lican candidates for the nomination, Gov. Goodwin J. 
Knight and San Francisco Mayor George Christopher, all 
crossfiled. Engle, with 1.7 million votes, received 46 
percent of the total vote; Knight received 32 percent with 
1.1 million votes and Christopher got 22 percent with 
800,000. 

Engle was only 32 when in 1943 he won a special elec- 
tion in the 2nd district to finish out an unexpired term. 
He has since won seven consecutive elections, the last 
three with no major party opposition. Since 1955 Engle 
has been Chairman of the House Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

It has been in this role that Engle has been most ef- 
fective in meeting the water problems of the once-arid 
““cow counties’’ he represents. He has secured for the 
Central Valley nearly $700 miilion in Federal aid, by 
vigorously opposing Administration ‘‘partnership’’ propo- 
sals has become known as the leading public power liberal 
in Congress. 

A study of some of the key votes selected by Con- 
gressional Quarterly over the years reveals that Engle 
has followed a moderately liberal line. In 1947 he voted 
for the constitutional amendment limiting a President’s 
tenure to two terms, the Taft-Hartley bill and the anti- 
poll tax bill. He voted for the Marshall Plan in 1948 and 
in 1952 voted against overriding the veto of the McCarran- 
Walter Immigration Act. Ir 1954 Engle cast his vote in 
favor of more flexible farm pzice supports and in 1956 he 
voted ‘‘yea’’ on the Colorado River public power project 
and the school construction ‘ill. In 1957he voted for the 
Civil Rights Act and in 1958 voted to make Alaska the 
49th state. During the 84*h Congress, 1955-56, Engle 
supported President Eisenhcwer’s position on 65 percent 
of the roll-calls on which the President took a stand and 
voted with the majority of the Democrats on75 percent of 
the roll-call votes on which they were opposed by the 
Republicans. His Eisenhower Support score in the 85th 
Congress was 46 percent and his Party Unity score was 
69 percent. 

Engle was born in Bakersfield, California, on Sept. 
21, 1911. He was graduated from Chico State College 
and got his law degree at the University of California in 
1933. Before being elected to Congress in 1943, Engle 
was elected to the California state senate in1942, Prior 
to that he had served as TehamaCounty district attorney. 
He is married, has one daughter and now lives in Red 
Bluff, California. 
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CONNECTICUT 
Thomas J. Dodd 


Thomas J. Dodd’s campaign to unseat Sen. William A, 
Purtell (R) was his second try for the Senate. Dodd (D) 
abandoned a4 two-term seat in the House in 1956 to chal- 
lenge Sen. Prescott Bush (R), losing by 131,000 votes but 
running 75,000 votes ahead of Presidential candidate 
Adlai E, Stevenson in Connecticut. 

Born in Norwich, Conn. on May 15, 1907, Dodd was 
graduated from Providence College and, in 1933, from 
Yale University L.aw School. He served as an FBI special 
agent (1933-34); Connecticut director of the National Youth 
Administration (1935-38); and assistant to the United 
States Attorney General (1938-45). He was executive trial 
counsel during the 1945-46 war criminal trials at Nurn- 
berg, Germany. 

Dodd was first elected to public office in 1952, when 
he won the Hartford (First District) seat in the House 
vacated by Abraham A, Ribicoff (D). Dodd was reelected 
in 1954, when Ribicoff was elected Governor. During his 
four years inCongress, Dodd served on the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee. He voted against the tidelands bill 
and Hawaiian statehood in 1953; for the St. Lawrence 
Seaway in 1954; against the bill to exempt natural gas 
producers from Federal rate regulation in 1955; for 
recommittal of the reciprocal trade bill in 1955; against 
fixed price supports in 1955 and 1956. Dodd’s Eisenhower 
Support was 43 percent for the 83rd Congress, 63 percent 
for the 84th; his Party Unity score was 75 percent for 
the 83rd, 54 percent for the 84th. 

Dodd, a Catholic sensitive to minority problems, has 
championed civil rights measures. He once wrote Presi- 
dent Eisenhower asking him toserve as mediator between 
Great Britain and Greece on the Cyprus issue. He has 
strongly opposed U.S. recognition of Communist China, 
while supporting the foreign aid program. In 1956 he 
characterized the Eisenhower Administration as being 
‘tunder control of big money and big business”’ and said 
‘‘the voice of labor has been without influence’’ in the 
Federal Government. 

Dodd is married to the former Grace Murphy, and 
has six chiidren. 


INDIANA 
R. Vance Hartke 


Rupert Vance Hartke (D), 39-year-old mayor of 
Evansville, made his first try at a major political office 
a monumental one by attempting to wrest the seat of 
retiring Senator William E, Jenner from the Old Guard 
Indiana conservatives, personified by his opponent, Gov. 
Harold W. Handley (R). 

Hartke was a political unknown when he began his 
campaign almost a year before the parties chose their 
candidates for the general elections. But he traveled all 
over the state, personally contacting nearly all of 2,122 
delegates to the Indiana Democratic convention and when 
the convention met in Indianapolis June 24-27, the dele- 
gates, impressed by his vigorous campaign nominated him 
over the objections of such party stalwarts as Democratic 
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National Chairman Paul M, Butler, and Mayors Ralph 
Tucker of Terre Haute and Peter Mandich of Gary. 

Hartke was born in rural Pike County, received his 
bachelor’s degree from Evansville, served as a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy during World War II, and returned to 
Indiana University, where he earned his law degree in 
1948. He became active in Evansville politics as a mem- 
ber of the Young Democrats and in 1952 was elected 
Democratic chairman of Vanderburgh County. When 
elected mayor in 1955, Hartke was the youngest in Evans- 
ville’s history. He married an I,.U. schoolmate, Martha 
Tiernan, in 1949 and they now have five children. 

Hartke’s campaign throughout predominantly conser - 
vative Indiana has been one of moderate liberalism -- 
a qualified support of foreign aid (‘‘I’d insist on tighter 
controls.’’), an increase in personal income tax exemp- 
tions and a cut in the excise tax on automobiles, Federal 
aid to education, higher, rigid farm price supports and 
approval of U.S participation in the UN and NATO, He 
said he didn’t approve of Senator Jenner’s efforts in the 
85th Congress to curb the power of the Supreme Court. 


MAINE 
Edmund S. Muskie 


Sen. Edmund Sixtus Muskie (D), elected to the Sen- 
ate Sept. 8, 1958 in Maine’s last early election, is the 
first Democrat ever sent to the Senate from Maine by 
popular vote. Muskie’s upset victory over Sen. Frederick 
G. Payne (R), by avote of 172,000to 112,000, was a major 
factor in helping Democrats to retain the Governorship 
being vacated by Muskie and in capturing the second of 
Maine’s three seats in the House. 

Muskie was born March 28, 1914, inRumford, Maine, 
the son of an immigrant Polish tailor. He was graduated 
from Bates College in 1936 and from Cornell University 
Law School in 1939. After four years as a Navy officer 
in World War II, he returned to law practice in Water- 
ville, Maine. He entered politics in 1946, when he was 
elected to the Maine House of Representatives. Reelected 
in 1948, he was made minority floor leader. Elected to a 
third term in 1950, he resigned the next year to serve as 
state director of the Office of Price Stabilization. As a 
member of the Democratic National Committee in 1952, 
he supported the Presidential nomination of Adlai E. 
Stevenson. 

Muskie’s great popularity among Maine voters was 
first attested in 1954 when he became the first Democrat 
in 20 years -- and the first Catholic ever -- to be elected 
Governor of Maine. He won reelection in 1956 by a 
56,000-vote margin. During his four years as Governor, 
he stressed programs to rehabilitate the state’s economy, 
winning considerable Republican as well as Democratic 
support for his efforts. His campaign for the Senate was 
devoid of any significant criticism of the Eisenhower 
Administration and was waged largely on his record as 
Governor. Muskie is married tothe former Jane F. Gray; 
they have three children. 


MICHIGAN 
Philip A. Hart 
Lieutenant Governor Philip A. Hart (D), 45, of 


Birmingham, who has been a friend of Michigan Gov- 
ernor G, Mennen Williams since his law school days 20 





years ago and an officeholder inhis administration for 10 
years, was his running mate this year asthe Democratic 
candidate for the Senate seat of incumbent Charles E, 
Potter (R). 

In 1949 Williams gave Hart his start in public life 
by appointing him to be Michigan Corporation and Securi- 
ties Commissioner. He ran unsuccessfully for Michigan 
secretary of state in 1950, but Williams appointed him to 
be state director of the Office of Price Stabilization. 
In 1952 and ’53 Hart was U.S. district attorney for the 
Eastern district of Michigan and in 1953 also served as 
legal adviser to Governor Williams. The following year, 
he ran for lieutenant governor and won his first election. 
He was reelected in 1956. 

The son of a Bryn Mawr, Pennsylvania, banker, Hart 
was born December 10, 1912. He was graduated from 
Georgetown University in 1934 with a degree of bachelor 
of arts and from the University of Michigan law school in 
1937 with a law degree. While at Georgetown, Hart 
roomed with Walter ‘‘Spike’’ Briggs, son of the late 
Walter O. Briggs, Detroit industrialist and owner of the 
Detroit Tigers baseball team. He married Briggs’ 
sister, Jane, in 1944 and they now have eight children. 

In answer to the Congressional Quarterly candidate 
questionnaire, Hart stated that the principal issues inhis 
campaign were the failures of the GOP administration in 
Washington to combat the recession, to execute aneffec- 
tive foreign policy, to maintain ethics in government, to 
safeguard civil rights, to improve our educational and 
scientific resources and to keep pace with our defense 
needs. Hart received the enthusiastic endorsement of 
the United Auto Workers and the AFL-CIO, He won the 
Michigan Democratic primary Aug. 5 with 297,519 votes 
-- a 4 to 1 ratio over his only opponent for the nomina- 
tion, Homer Martin, former international president of the 
UAW. Senator Potter, unopposed in the GOP primary, 
drew 260,187 votes. 


MINNESOTA 


Eugene J. McCarthy 


Representative Eugene Joseph McCarthy (D), 42, of 
St. Paul, who once spent a year as a novice in a Benedic- 
tine monastery, worked hard to unseat two-term incum- 
bent Senator Edward J. Thye (R). 

McCarthy, himself a veteran in Congress having rep- 
resented the fourth congressional district (St. Paul) since 
1948, received the endorsement of the Democratic- 
Farmer-Labor party at its convention May 25 over former 
ambassador to Norway Eugenie Anderson. He was opposed 
in the Sept. 9 DFL primary by ex-governor Hjalmar 
Peterson, but easily outdistanced him, drawing over 
240,000 votes to Peterson’s 65,000. 

McCarthy’s vote-pulling abilities are best illustrated 
by the 62 percent support he received in his district in 
1952, the year of the first Eisenhower landslide, and after 
a campaign in which McCarthy’s opponent had charged 
him with being soft on communism. McCarthy had intro- 
duced a bill in the House that year which would permit 
security risks to be hired for non-sensitive Government 
jobs. 

A Roman Catholic of Irish-German descent, McCar- 
thy was born in Watkins, Minnesota, on March 29, 1916. 
He graduated from St. John University at Collegeville in 
1935 with a bachelor’s degree and went onto the Univer- 
sity of Minnesota where he earned a master’s degree in 
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economics and sociology. He thought he’d like to be a 
monk after completing his college work so he entered a 
monastery as a novice for the Benedictine Order. After 
deciding against a religious life, McCarthy taught in pub- 
lic schools around the state, later at St. John’s and ulti- 
mately became professor of economics and sociology at 
St. Thomas College in St. Paul. During the war he 
worked as a civilian technical assistant in the military 
intelligence division of the War Department. He mar- 
ried a fellow teacher, the former Abigail Quigley, 
in 1945. They have four children, three boys and a 
girl. 

McCarthy’s stands on some of the key roll-cail 
votes taken in the House since he was elected in 1948 
definitely put him in the liberal class. In 1949 he 
voted in favor of a low-rent public housing bill which 
was defeated, in 1952 he voted against passing the 
McCarran-Walter Immigration Act over the President’s 
veto and against a measure requesting the President 
to invoke the Taft-Hartley Act to end the steel strike. 
In 1955 he favored rigid high farm price supports and 
in 1957 he voted for the Civil Rights Act and for Federal 
aid for school construction. This year he opposed 
substituting the Adrinistration’s unemployment com- 
pensation bill for the more liberal original and voted 
against a ‘‘states-rights’’ bill restricting Federal court 
application of the preemption doctrine. 

His Eisenhower Support score in the 85th Con- 
gress was 53 percent and his Democratic Party Unity 
score was 71 percent. He voted on 75 percent of the 
193 roll-call votes taken in the House during the 85th 
Congress. 


NEVADA 


Howard W. Cannon 


Howard W. Cannon (D), 46-year-old Las Vegas city 
attorney, challenged GOP Senator George W. Malone’s 
bid for a third term after squeaking through one of the 
closest primaries in Nevada’s history. Cannon, with 
22,520 votes for the nomination, shaded Dr. Fred Ander- 
son of Reno, who had 21,341. 

Cannon is generally considered a skilled campaigner. 
He defeated Anderson in the primary on acampaign which 
stressed his record as a jet pilot, wartime hero and his 
ten years as City attorney of Las Vegas. In public state- 
ments and by his own description, he is a liberal Demo- 
crat. In his campaign against Malone, Cannon attacked 
his opponent’s isolationism and ‘‘lack of effectiveness’’ 
in Washington. He also hit Malone for absenteeism, 
stressing the need to fill ‘‘Nevada’s empty chair in 
Washington.’’ (Congressional Quarterly’s study on Voting 
Rarticipation showed that Malone voted on 89 percent of 
the 200 roll-call votes taken in the Senate during 1958 -- 
2 percent more than the average Member of Congress). 
Cannon was endorsed by the Nevada AFL-CIO, 

One of the strongest factors working to Cannon’s 
advantage was growing rivalry between Cannon’s home 
city, Las Vegas, and Reno, All three members of 
Nevada’s Congressional delegation -- Malone, Senator 
Alan Bible (D) and Rep. Walter S. Baring (D) -- were 
from Reno. The people of Las Vegas, which recently 
surpassed Reno in population, resented this. Also, the 
red hot race for sheriff in Las Vegas this year drew a 
large number of voters to the polls. 


Biographies of New Senators - 3 


NEW JERSEY 


Harrison A. Williams Jr. 


Harrison Arlington Williams Jr., 38-year old lawyer 
and ex-Congressman from Plainfield, embodied Demo- 
cratic hopes of breaking the Republican monopoly on New 
Jersey’s seats in the U.S. Senate. 

Williams received the endorsement of Gov. Robert B. 
Meyner early in the primary campaign, but had to over- 
come the opposition of John J. Grogan, the mayor of 
Hoboken and a labor leader fromthe state’s most populous 
Democratic stronghold, Hudson County. This he did, 
winning the Democratic Senatorial nomination with a plu- 
rality of 15,000 votes in a 350,000-vote turnout. 

In 1953, after the resignation of Clifford P. Case (R) 
as U.S. Representative from New Jersey’s sixthdistrict, 
Williams won a special election to fill the vacancy. In 
1954, he was elected to a full term, but two years later 
was buried under the Eisenhower landslide. Paradoxi- 
cally, it was in defeat that Williams proved his mettle 
as a vote-getter. 

He lost the 1956 race by 4,000 votes while Presi- 
dential candidate Adlai Stevenson lost the district by 
nearly 80,000 votes and every other Democrat on the 
ticket lost by at least 40,000. 

“*Pete’’ Williams was born in Plainfield onDecember 
10, 1919. He was graduated from Oberlin College in Ohio 
with a bachelor of arts degree in1941, served four years 
as a Navy pilot and earned his lawdegree from Columbia 
Law School in 1948. He also studied at the Georgetown 
University Foreign Service School in Washington. He is 
married, has four children and still lives in Piainfield. 
In 1952 he was defeated for a seat on the Plainfield City 
Council, his only other try at elective office. 

During the 84th Congress (1955-56), Williams was a 
member of the Foreign Affairs Committee and became 
known as a vigorous supporter of reciprocal trade and 
economic aid to under-developed countries. Congres- 
sional Quarterly voting records show that he voted for 
public power, high farm price supports, Federal highway 
construction, foreign aid, civil rights and Federal aid to 
education. He cast his vote on 96 percent of all roll calls 
taken during the 84th Congress and 71 percent of his 
votes were in support of the President’s position. He 
voted with his party on 81 percent of all issues which 
were contested by the Republicans. 


NEW YORK 
Kenneth B. Keating 


In spite of his early reluctance to accept his party’s 
nomination for the U.S, Senate, Rep. Kenneth B, Keating 
(R), 58, of Rochester, made a strong fimish in his cam- 
paign to retain GOP control of the seat now held by Sen. 
Irving M. Ives. 

State GOP leaders brought much pressure to bear on 
Keating to make the race, but the Rochester Congressman 
insisted he could be of more service to the party in his 
position as ranking Republican on the powerful House Ju- 
diciary Committee. It was not until Vice President Nixon 
phoned Keating at the state GOP nominating convention in 
Rochester and told him that both he and President Eisen- 
hower would be “‘pleased”’ if he ran that Keating consented 
to place his name on the list of candidates. After that, 
nomination was a mere formality. 
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Keating was born in Lima, New York, on May 18, 
1900. He received his bachelor of arts degree from the 
University of Rochester in 1919 and his law degree from 
Harvard in 1923. He is currently a brigadier general in 
the army reserve having served in both world wars, as an 
enlisted man in W.W. I and rising to the rank of colonel 
in W.W. II, Since upsetting the Democratic incumbent in 
1946, Keating has won five reelection campaigns to rep- 
resent New York’s 38th district without encountering any 
serious opposition. He commanded 71.7 percent of the 
total vote in 1956. 

Keating’s backing of President Eisenhower’s legisla- 
tive requests has earned him the label of Modern Republi- 
can. According to Congressional Quarterly studies, dur- 
ing the 85th Congress (1957-58) he supported the Presi- 
dent on 70 percent of all the roll-call votes on which the 
President took a stand. In1957hethrew all his influence 
on the House Judiciary Committee behind the Administra- 
tion’s civil rights act and was given much of the credit 
for getting it through the House unscathed. 

Other CQ studies show that Keating voted with the 
GOP majority on 77 percent of the roll-call votes when 
they opposed the Democratic majority and cast his vote on 
94 percent of the 193 roll. calis takeninthe House during 
the 85th Congress. 

In his acceptance speech at the Rochester convention, 
Keating said if elected he would fight for peace and secur- 
ity against communism and would combat inflation and 
labor racketeering. ' 


OHIO 
Stephen M. Young 


Stephen M. Young (D), 67-year-old former Repre- 
sentative from Shaker Heights, startled the political world 
by upsetting two-term GOP incumbent John W, Bricker, 
**Mr. Republican”’ of the Senate. Bricker’s defeat was in 
vivid contrast to his lopsided 315,000-vote victory in 1952. 
His strength was still evident as late as May 6 when he 
outpolled Young in the primaries 490,731 to 469,539. But 
with 11,326 of 12,690 precincts reported, Young led 
Bricker 1,402,742 to 1,320,450 in the showdown battle 
for the Senate seat. 

Young’s career in the House of Representatives was 
divided into three segments -- from 1933 to 1937, from 
1941 to 1943 and from 1949 to 1951. His voting record 
shows that he was a moderate New Deal Democrat. In 
1933 he voted for the National Industrial Recovery Act 
and in 1935 supported the Social Security Act. He opposed 
a move to cut a provision for low-rent housing from the 
National Housing Act of 1949 and in the same year voted 
*‘yea’’ on a bill to increase social security benefits. In 
1950 Young endorsed foreign aid with his vote for the bill 
giving assistance to the Atlantic Pact nations. In his last 
year inCongress, 1950, he voted against exempting natural 
gas producers from Federal Power Commission jurisdic- 
tion. During the 80th Congress he voted with the majority 
of the Democratic party on 84 percent of the roll calls 
which were contested by the majority of the GOP. 

Young was born in Cleveland, attended Kenyon and 
Adelbert Colleges and received his law degree from West- 
ern Reserve University in 1912. He waselected as Rep- 
resentative At-Large from Ohioin 1932, againin 1940 and 
in 1948. He alsoservedtwoterms in the Ohio general as- 
sembly. He now holds the rank of lieutenant colonel in the 
Army Reserve, having served in both world wars. His 





first wife, by whom he had three children, died in 1952 and 
he has since remarried. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Hugh Scott 
Representative Hugh Doggett Scott Jr. (R), 57, with 


16 years of experience representing Philadelphia’s ‘‘silk 
stocking”’ district in Congress, carried all of Pennsyl- 
vania’s 67 counties in the GOP primary race for the 
Senate nomination. 

Scott has had a long and varied service in the Repub- 
lican party at local, state and national levels. He served 
as assistant district attorney for Philadelphia County 
from 1926 to 1941. He was elected to represent the 6th 
district in Congress in 1940 and was reelected in 1942. 
After his second term, in 1944, he enlisted ‘‘incognito’’ 
as a merchant seaman on a tanker carrying high octane 
gasoline to Great Britain. After duty as an officer in the 
Navy he returned to Congress in 1947 and has served 
continuously since. In 1948-49 Scott was chairman of the 
Republican National Committee and in 1952 joined the 
Eisenhower campaign staff. He was chairman of regional 
organization, personal advisor and chairman of the 
Eisenhower headquarters committee. At present he is 
general counsel for the Republican National Committee 
and a member of the House Republican Policy Committee. 

Scott was born in Fredericksburg, Virginia, on No- 
vember 11, 1900. He attended the University of Pennsyl- 
vania in 1918, was graduated from Randolph-Macon Col- 
lege in 1919 with a bachelor of arts degree and from the 
University of Virginia in 1922 withalawdegree. Besides 
his service with the Merchant Marine and the Navy in 
World War II, Scott was in the Armyduring World War I, 
He married Marian Huntington Chase in 1924 and they 
have one married daughter. 

In 1947 Scott voted for the Taft-Hartley bill and the 
anti-poll tax bill. In 1948 he voted for the Marshall Plan 
and in 1950 he voted for the bill to exempt natural gas 
producers from Federal Power Commission jurisdiction. 
In 1953 Scott favored passage of the Hawaiian statehood 
bill and the bill allowing private power utilities to develop 
Niagara River power. In 1956 he voted for Federal aid 
for school construction, in 1957 he voted for the Civil 
Rights Act and in 1958 he voted against a bill which would 
have prevented reductions in farm price supports. 

During the 85th Congress Scott voted on 75 percent 
of the 193 roll-call votes, supporting the President on 60 
percent of the 110 Eisenhower issues and voting with his 
party on 41 percent of the issues contested by the Demo- 
crats, 


UTAH 
Frank E. Moss 


Frank E. Moss (D), 48, of Salt Lake City, made a 
big political jump -- all the way from Salt Lake County 
attorney to the United States Senate. 

Moss made a surprisingly strong showing -- for a 
Democrat in Utah -- in the primary when he rolled up 
almost 37,000 votes, defeating his Democratic rival for 
the nomination and almost matching the total of three- 
term Senator Arthur V. Watkins, the man whose job Moss 
sought. What gave the Democrats even more encourage- 
ment was the fact that their entire ticket attracted 51 
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percent of all votes cast in the primary. Only two years 
ago they could draw but 40 percent. Utah has been a 
solidly Republican state since 1950, but the effects of a 
Democratic trend were obviously felt, even in Utah. 

Moss is a native of Salt Lake County and a member of 
a pioneer Utah family. In addition to his office of county 
attorney, which he’s held for eight years, he has also 
served two terms as Salt Lake City judge. He was 
graduated from the University of Utah and studied law at 
Ceorge Washington University in Washington, D.C., win- 
ning high honors. He is an active member of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, is married and has 
four children. His only other try at a state-wide office 
was in 1956 when heran unsuccessfully forthe guber- 
natorial nomination in the Democratic primary. 

In his-campaign Moss criticized the GOP Adminis- 
tration for failing to support the Kennedy-Ives labor re- 
form bill and questioned the wisdom of American troops 
defending Quemoy and the Matsus. Generally, he scattered 
his shots at both foreign and domestic policy. He told 
Utahans that if they elected a member of the majority 
party in the Senate, they would get more effective 
representation. And to dispel any notions that Senator 
Watkins’ seniority might land him an important Com- 
mittee assignment that would be out of Moss’ reach, Moss 
told campaign audiences that under the system employed 
by Senate Majority Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (D Texas), 
he (Moss) would be assigned to a meaningful post as 
soon as he took the oath of office. 


VERMONT 
Winston L. Prouty 


Winston Lewis Prouty, 52, of Newport, a self-styled 
Modern Republican, scored a convincing primary victory 
over conservative ex-governor Lee E, Emerson to win the 
GOP nomination for the Senate seat now held by Ralph E. 
Flanders (R), who is retiring. Prouty, whowas endorsed 
by both Flanders and Vermont’s senior Senator, George 
D, Aiken (R), polled 31,313 votes to 17,507 for Emerson. 

As Vermont’s single Congressman-at large since 
1950, Prouty’s campaign for the Senate covered the same 
ground that he has covered in his four House campaigns. 
In each of the four contests, Prouty commanded more 
than 60 percent of the total vote. 

Prouty was born in Newport, Vt., on September 1, 
1906, He was educated in Newport schools, Bordentown 
Military Academy, Bordentown, New Jersey, and Lafayette 
College in Easton, Pennsylvania. He was elected mayor 
of Newport for three terms, from 1938 to 1941. He was 
elected to the state house of representatives in 1941, 
1945 and 1947, serving as speaker in1947, From 1948 to 
1950 he was chairman of the state Water Conservation 
Board. He married the former Frances C, Hearle, also 
of Newport. 

Prouty’s claim to ModernRepublicanism is borne out 
by his voting record in the House. In 1952 he voted for 
the tidelands bill and the McCarran-Walter Immigration 
Act. In 1953 he voted for a bill to make Hawaii a state 
and against a bill permitting private utilities to develop 
the hydroelectric ,ower resources on the NiagaraRiver. 
He voted against a bill fixing rigid farm price supports 
in 1955 and in 1956 he voted ‘‘yea’’ on a bill to grant 
Federal funds to the states for school construction. In 
1957 he voted for the Administration’s civil rights bill 
and this year he supported the motion to hold up passage 
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of the Defense Department Reorganization bill, until it 
conformed to President Eisenhower’s requests. 

Prouty’s Eisenhower Support score in the 85th Con- 
gress was 67 percent and his Party Unity score was 59 
percent. — 


WEST VIRGINIA 
Robert C. Byrd 


Representative Robert Carlyle Byrd (D), 40, of Sophia, 
whose own political timetable has taken him on schedule to 
the state house of delegates in 1946, tothe state senate in 
1950 and to the U.S. House of Representatives in 1952, 
urged West Virginia voters toelect himtothe Senate seat 
now held by his Republican opponent, Senator Chapman 
Revercomb. 

Byrd had an easy time of it in the Democratic pri- 
mary Aug. 5, polling over 167,000 votes to his nearest 
rival’s 24,000. In 1952 he was elected to Congress from 
West Virginia’s sixth district with 57.4.percent of the 
total vote. In 1954 he won with 62.7 percent of all the 
votes cast and in 1956 with 55.6 percent. 

Byrd was born in North Wilkesberry, North Carolina, 
on January 15, 1918. He studied at Beckley College, 
Marshall College, Morris Harvey College and Concord 
College, the George Washington University Law School and 
the American University Law School. He is married and 
the father of two daughters. 

During Byrd’s six years in Congress, he has con- 
sistently opposed reciprocal trade and liberal foreign aid 
programs. On domestic policy he has been less con- 
servative, supporting public housing in 1954 and 1955, civil 
rights in 1956 and 1957 and Federal aid for school 
construction in 1956 and 1957. Byrd’s Eisenhower Support 
score on votes involving domestic issues in the 85th 
Congress was 62 percent; his score on foreign policy was 
33 percent. His Democratic Party Unity score in the 
85th Congress was 70 percent. 

The main issues in Byrd’s drive for the Senate were 
the recession, the ‘‘lack of strong leadership’’ in foreign 
relations, the high cost of living and the ‘‘failure’’ of the 
Administration to provide leadership in the science race 
with Russia. He was endorsed by the AFL-CIO and the 
United Mine Workers. 


Jennings Randolph 


After a 12-year lay-off from the political wars, 
former Rep. Jennings Randolph (D), 56, of Salem, West 
Virginia, opposed incumbent Republican appointee John 
Hoblitzell for the two years left of the unexpired term 
of the late Senator Matthew M, Neely (D). 

Before being defeated in the Republican sweep of 1946, 
Randolph had represented West Virginia’s 2nd district for 
seven consecutive terms. After he left Congress, he held 
the position of assistant to the president of Capital Air- 
lines in Washington. 

Randolph, during his fourteen years in the House, was 
a classic example of the New Deal Democrat. He came to 
Washington with Franklin D, Roosevelt in 1933 and left, 
albeit, not of his own volition, the year after Roosevelt’s 
death. He helped draft the National Labor Relations Act, 
wages and hours legislation and the Federal Inspection of 
Coal Mines Act. He supported bills tocreate the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission, the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation and the Rural Electrification 
Administration. 
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The son of a former mayor of Salem and twice- 
defeated candidate for the U.S. Congress, Randolph was 
born in Salem on March 8, 1902. He attended Salem 
Academy and Salem College, receiving an A.B. degree in 
1924. He was a reporter and editor for various area 
newspapers and from 1926 to 1932 was head of the 
journalism department at Davis and Elkins College. 

Endorsed by West Virginia labor groups, Randolph’s 
senatorial platform was based on dissatisfaction with the 
Eisenhower Administration, lack of a “‘positive’’ foreign 
policy, severe unemployment, ‘‘wasteful’’ fiscal and man- 
power practices in the Defense Department, a lack of 
confidence in the present Administration and the high cost 
of living. 


WYOMING 
Gale McGee 


Gale McGee (D), 43, of Laramie, a foreign policy 
expert on leave of absence from the University of Wyo- 
ming faculty, prolonged his leave by at least six years 
by getting elected to the U.S. Senate, This entailed 
unseating Republican Senator Frank A, Barrett, who had 
never lost an election before this. 

To get the senatorial nomination, McGee had todown 
a stubborn opponent, Hepburn T, Anderson, in the Demo- 
cratic primary. This he did, outpolling Anderson, 22,500 
to 14,900. Barrett, unopposed on the GOP ticket, drew 
29,500 votes. 


McGee was born on St. Patrick’s day, 1915, in Lin- 
coln, Nebraska. He received his bachelor’s degrec from 
Nebraska State Teachers College in 1936, went on to the 
University of Colorado to get his master’s degrce in 
history and education in 1939 and got his doctor’s degree 
in American History at the University of Chicago in 
1947. The title of the thesis submitted by internationalist 
McGee for his Ph.D.: ‘‘The Founding Fathers and En- 
tangling Alliances.”’ 

McGee married the former Loraine Baker while he 
was still anundergraduate student and the couple now have 
four children. McGee originally intended to study law, 
but because of low finances, he settled for a liberal arts 
education, a large part of which was paid for by his 
earnings as a teacher. 

Aiding McGee’s campaign not a little was his talent 
for public speaking. Since joining the Wyoming faculty 
in 1946, he has been one of the most sought-after lec- 
turers in the state. 

On the Congressional Quarterly candidate question- 
naire, McGee listed his campaign issues in this order: 
‘*bankrupt leadership’’ in foreign policy, inflation, un- 
employment, the ‘‘faltering’’ economy and the lack of 
leadership on the part of the incumbent Senator. 

In his campaign speeches, McGee frequently attacked 
Barrett as an ‘‘avowed isolationist’? and charged that 
Wyoming was not being properly represented in Washing - 
ton because Barrett wasn’t ‘‘in’’ with the Modern 
Republicans. McGee served as administrative assistant 
to Sen. Joseph C, O’Mahoney (D Wyo.) in 1955-56. 





The 86th Congress will contain 17 women -- one 
more than in the 85th Congress and equal to the record 
set in the first session of the 84th Congress. 

Democratic and Republican women each won eight 
House seats, but the Republicans elected three of their 
eight first-time candidates, while the Democrats failed 
to bring in a single one of their six new candidates. 

In the Senate, where five women unsuccessfully 
tried for a seat this year, Republican Margaret Chase 
Smith of Maine remains the lone woman. Her term 
expires in 1960. 

Forty women ran for Congress this year. Seeking 
House seats were 35 -- 14 Republicans, including six 
incumbents; 15 Democrats, including nine incumbents; 
five Prohibitionists and one Liberal. Trying for the 
Senate were one Republican, two Independents, and two 
Socialists. 


Two Congresswomen Lost 


Each of the major parties suffered one defeat 
among its female incumbents. The Republicans lost 
Mrs. Cecil M. Harden of Indiana, a Congresswoman 
since 1948, who was defeated in her bid for a sixth 
term by Fred Wampler, a teacher. She blamed her 
defeat on the general Democratic trend. 

The Democrats lost Mrs. Coya Knutson of Minne- 
sota, who was seeking her third term. Mrs. Knutson’s 
campaign was complicated by her husband’s urge to have 
her give up her career. Shortly before her defeat was 
conceded, he announced that he would file an alienation 





Women Held Their Own in 86th Congress 


of affection suit against her administrative assistant, 
William Kjeldahl. Mrs. Knutson lost to Odin Langen 
(R), a farmer-legislator. 

Joining the GOP feminine ranks in Congress in 
1959 will be the following newcomers: Mrs. Jessica 
(Charles W.) Weis Jr., 57, of Rochester, N.Y., a widow 
and long-time National Committeewoman, who won the 
seat vacated by Rep. Kenneth Keating (R), who was 
elected to the Senate; Mrs. Edna Oakes Simpson, 65, of 
Illinois, widow of Rep. Sid Simpson, a Congressman 
since 1943, who was successful in her last-minute 
candidacy for his seat following his Oct. 26 death, and 
Mrs. Catherine (James O.) May, 44, of Washington, who 
won the seat of retiring Rep. Hal Holmes and thus 
became her state’s first Congresswoman. A former 
teacher, Mrs. May presently is a Yakima County 
legislator. 


Follow Husbands 


Of the unsuccessful Democratic first-time candi- 
dates, Mrs. Rudd Brown of California came the closest 
to victory in her race against incumbent Rep. Edgar W. 
Hiestand. Mrs. Brown, agranddaughter of famed orator 
William Jennings Bryan and a daughter of the late 
Congresswoman and Minister to Norway Ruth Bryan 
Owen Rohde (D 1929-33), first was announced as the 
winner, but later reports gave the election to Hiestand. 

There now are seven women in Congress who 
succeeded their husbands: Mesdames Bolton, Church, 
Granahan, Kee, Rogers, Simpson and Sullivan. 
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TEXT OF THE PRESIDENT’S OCT. 31 BALTIMORE CAMPAIGN SPEECH 


Following is the complete text of President Eisenhower's last major campaign 
speech of the 1958 Congressional election campaign, delivered at the Fifth Regiment 
Armory, Baltimore, Oct. 31: 


Gov. McKeidin, Sen. Beall, Sen. Butler, Congressman Devereux -- 
all Republican candidates -- feliow Americans: 

I am grateful for your welcome. It is good to have partners 
and friends, especially when there’s a battletowage. Now we are 
in a battle. We are in the last days of a political campaign that 
will -- among other things -- determine the complexion of the 
Congress for the next two years. This campaign is a continuation 
of the efforts that we undertook six years ago in the cause of good 
Government. I pledged then that if elected, Republicanism would 
bring sane, progressive, and honest Government to America, We 
have done exactly that. But our workis not complete. And that is 
why I am here tonight. 

I want to talk to you here and to other thoughtful citizens 
across the country about good Government -- and how to keep it. 
Now in my conviction, here in Maryland, this means reelecting 
your able Senator, Glenn Beall, who has steadfastly supported this 
Administration -- it means electing your courageous soldier- 
statesman Jim Devereux -- it means reelecting your Congress- 
men Ted Miller and DeWitt Hyde -- and electing Fife Symington. 
Indeed, my friends, it means electing a Republican team here and 
across the Nation. 

Now I have been urging the election of Republicans, because 
of my deep belief that America needs the honest, efficient and 
progressive kind of Government that for six years has given us -- 

@ A sound, expanding economy; 

@ A national defense -- modern and strong; 

@ And above all, a Nation at peace and steadily striving to bring 
a just and lasting peace to the world. 

And I believe if we are tocontinue this kind of sound, forward- 
looking Government, the best way is through the Republican party. 
I am convinced that it is the only political instrument that can give 
us sensible, united, and progressive leadership in America. And 
here are some of myreasons, First, the Administration’s record. 

Do you remember back six years? Just recall these import- 
ant circumstances of those times. 

®@ Our troops were fighting in Korea; 

® Our economy was shackled with odious price controls; 

® During the prior Administration, the cost of living had gone 
up 50 percent. 

Now with respect to these three things, we can now happily 
say: ‘‘Since 1953 Americans have fought nowhere in th2 world. 
We promptly eliminated the stifling Federal controls over our 
economy. And we fought toa practical standstill the rapid dilution 
of our dollar and have since held the rise in living costs to an 
average of less than 1% percent a year.”’ 


THE RECORD 


Continuing with the record: 

@ In the 1952 campaign we sought an economy based on peace- 
time prosperity, not war-inspired. Today personal income is at an 
all-time high -- wages are higher and their purchasing power 
greater -- housing is booming -- and allin peace-time. Here is a 
telegram just received from the Secretary of Commerce. In part, 
he says: ‘‘I have just received the most recent figures on new 
construction activity. They make it clear that October sets an 
all-time high and that the construction industry will reach the $50 
billion mark in 1958. 

®@ Now in 1952, we promised to do something about giving every 
American citizen an equal right to register and vote his convic- 
tions in elections. Now for many years this subject had been 
talked about -- nothing was done! Today a law to that effect is on 
the statute books -- the first major piece of civil rights legislation 
in 82 years. We are steadily moving toward the goal of equality of 
opportunity for all in our country. 


@ We have reorganized and modernized our defense establish- 
ment. Our defenses are the most powerful in history. 

@ We are busily engaged in the construction of a gigantic road 
system which will build more than 40,000 miles of superhighways. 

@ We gave the American people the largest tax cut in history. 

@ We created a new Department of Health, Education and 
Welfare -- and a new space agency. A new air safety agency will 
be born tomorrow, November 1. 

@ Small business has been encouraged and helped. 

® More than 250,000 excess positions have been eliminated from 


the Federal payroll -- an annual saving of $1 billion to the 
taxpayer. 

®@ Social security and unemployment insurance have been ex- 
panded. 


These are but a few of the achievements of the past six years 
-- of a Republican Administration. Now these facts are impres- 
sive. Even our opponents cannot challenge them. Their only claim 
is that they could have done better. Well now, could we not 
politely ask them, why they did not do so, when they had 20 years 
in which to try? 


ECONOMIC DOWNTURN 


Now of course, none of us will forget that we had a downturn 
in the economy a year ago. Such pauses in economic progress are 
inevitable in the operation of a free economy. But when they 
happen, the job before all of us, particularly the Government, is to 
make certain that their effect is minimized both as to intensity and 
duration. Now what did the political free spenders, of whom we 
seem to have so many in one wing of the opposition, have to offer 
on this downturn? 

First they tried to frighten all of us -- even including them- 
selves. One Senator of this radical persuasion said last winter 
that the recession was, and I quote, ‘‘rapidly growing into a full- 
fledged depression.’’ Unquote. But he didn’t frighten a Govern- 
ment that kept its eyes glued on the good of all Americans. 

But one ‘‘gloomdoggler’’ -- another Senator -- actually said 
that the recession was -- and I am quoting exactly -- “‘planned, 
premeditated and predesigned (by) this Administration.”’ 

My friends -- to such a statement here is my.personal reply. 
No true Republican ever has been -- and never will be -- guilty of 
the crime of preplanning, premeditating or predesigning misery 
for Americans. Apparently these men of little faith thought that the 
Administration would panic. It did not. 

We instituted practical, sensible recovery programs. Pre- 
viously in this campaign I have detailed what these helpful pro- 
grams were and how rapidly and effectively they worked. They 
were designed to give a timely assist to those in need and to give 
a helpful hand to the economy until recovery could take hold. The 
extremists, on the other hand, wanted to indulge in wholesale 
reckless Federal spending. 

Their extravagant expenditure programs would have ended in 
more debt, higher prices and an undermined economy. Happily 
much of this effort was blocked both by sturdy Republican opposi- 
tion in Congress and by myvetoes. Today every economic ind:ca- 
tor proves that our Republican faith in the economy was right. 

Just a few minutes before coming to Baltimore this evening, 
I received some information you will want to hear. I have just 
learned that in the month of October unemployment went down 
another 300,000. 

This means that -- in just the last three months -- unemploy- 
ment has dropped by one and,a half million people. That’s the 
kind of progress I’ve been talking about. That’s Republican pro- 
gress -- not just talk, not leaf-raking schemes, not Federal hand- 
outs. Just sensible leadership. All across America things are 
good -- and better every day. Now of course the free spenders 
hoped to make a popular political issue out of last winter's 
recession. All America now knows how miserably they failed! 
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Then, the opposition thought they had another issue -- the 
farm issue. But here, too, they ran into a bit of a problem. 

The trouble was that the farm economy has prospered and 
that standards of living, on America’s farms are at an all-time 
high, in spite of the expected seasonal drop in prices announced 
today. The faces of farmers look happier than they have in years. 
So, my friends, once more the opposition fell flat on its face. 

And then -- then the opposition thought it had a sputnik issue. 
Again they tried the tactics of fright. They said that our missile 
programs lagged woefully behind the Soviets. One opposition Sena- 
tor spoke mournfully about the chances of, quoting, ‘‘our isolation, 
submission or destruction.’’ Unquote. But again the political 
charge broke up on a fortress of facts. The American people were 
not to be fooled. 

This is what happened. For eight years between the end of 
World War II and the start of this Republican Administration not 
more than $1 million was spent in any one year on the long-range 
ballistic missile program, When this Administration was first 
inaugurated, we found that, in this crucial area of ballistic mis- 
siles, practically nothing had been done. 

So one of my first acts was, naturally, to start an exhaustive 
study by some of the country’s leading scientists. Some months 
later this study was cornpleted, and on the basis of scientific 
recommendations we gave missile research and development the 
Nation’s highest priority. 

Thus, more than two years before the word ‘sputnik’ was 
even mentioned, the Defense Department was already applying 
maximum effort in talent, in time and in money to missile pro- 


grams. Today -- not merely one million -- but hundreds of 
millions go into missile programs annually. Today America -- 
and all the world -- knows that in less than four years we are 


rapidly closing the missile gap that we inherited. And sputniks 
have been matched by Explorers, Vanguards, and Pioneers. 

In another important area -- civil rights -- the opposition 
party found itself with no issue at all. In this area, the Demo- 
crats have been too busy battling each other to have any time left 
for the rest of the Nation. Here I refer specifically to the sharp 
and publicized disagreement over civil rights between the chair- 
man of their own national committee and the chairman of their 
Senate Campaign Committee. Now in sharpcontrast to this stale- 
mate stands the constructive and reasonable Republican progress 
in providing equality of opportunity to all citizens. 

Actually -- what does the opposition party really offer you? 
The answer -- both sides of everyissue. The Democrats are split 
down the middle. Their gyrations to overcome the hopelessness 
of their position reminds me of an old verse that goes like this: 

“*To promise, pause, prepare, postpone; 
And end by letting things alone.’’ 

It is no wonder, then, I say, for progressive and effective 
Government, we need Republican control of both the Congressional 
and Executive Branches of our Government. This need is under- 
lined by the evidence that inthe opposition party the spending wing 
is seeking desperately to dominate the American political scene. 
But Republicans will continue to stage apersistent and aggressive 
fight against reckless spending and inflation. 

Never forget -- inflation hurts everybody. It strikes most 
cruelly at the aged, th: retired, and the white collar workers. 
Labor, business and Government must all work inharness to curb 
the wage-price spiral and oppose useless governmental spending, 
both of which create inflation. Andinflation, we never forget, eats 
away our savings and shrinks the values of our pensions and insur- 
ance policies. In this fight Republicans will never rest. 


STILL TO BE DONE 


Beyond this -- many things remain to be done. America is 
prosperous; the economic record of the past six years is unparal- 
leled. The recent recession is rapidly fadinginto history. But so 
long as men and women who are willing to work -- especially 
those with families to support -- as long as they remain unem- 
ployed, we must never cease striving to eliminate the causes. 

We must deal with this problem in every practical way. We 
know that every man reemployed helps to build the general pros- 
perity. Since a worker out of a job is hurt, not helped by further 
diluting the dollar, which jeopardizes the employment of 64 million 
other workers in the United States, we must oppose inflation and 
all of its causes -- all the time. 
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Looking ahead, we will continue to seek equality of opportunity 
for all citizens, irrespective of race, color, creed or geography, 

We will continue to practice efficiency, economy and integrity 
in Government. 

We will: 

@ Push reasonable legislation to redevelop economically im- 
paired areas; 

@ Undertake needed tax reforms; 

@ Stand for sound fiscal management; 

@ Help our working men and women drive racketeers and hood- 
lums out of the American labor movement. 

In this we must have and we welcome, the help of labor and 
business leaders, the rank and file of unions, and civic-minded 
citizens everywhere. I shall press for legislation to make this 
possible, And, finally, with all other Americans, we will continue 
to strive to bring a just and lasting peace to the world. 


SELF-PORTRAIT 


Now, with the election just four days off -- a final thought. 
Remember, each election results in a kind of self-portrait of 
America. We want a portrait that will reflect the hopes and aspi- 
rations of all thoughtful Americans for sound, sensible and pro- 
gressive Government -- a Government ever ready to surmount 
crisis and to meet any test of spirit. 

My friends, if this is what you want -- and I believe that Re- 
publicans, independents and like-minded Democrats do -- then, 
do not blur the result. 

Within each Congressional district, of course, some issues 
will tend to be of greater local concern than others. This is in- 
evitable in America, where diversity is one of our sources of 
strength. But I emphasize that the conflict of local interests must 
not be allowed to blunt the force of vigorous and sound leadership, 
at all levels of Government, in both the Executive and Legislative 
Branches, 

Let us remember that the Republican party is a national party 
-- not a sectional, not a class, not a special-interest party but 
an all-interest party. 

You help keep it that way by making certain first that you, 
yourself, vote on November 4; and next, by devoting your time, 
your efforts, your self, both before and after the election, in 
winning support for this cause. 

And now to the women of America I make a special appeal. 
In most places, voting day is stillaworking day. This means that 
normally women will have on that day a greater opportunity than 
men to carry on activities that will bring maximum support to 
their candidates. Relying on the proven dedication of American 
women to good Government, I look to them confidently for their 
vigorous help at the polls. 

The goals before us are: 

@ Full security for our Nation; 

®@ Good Government for America; 

@ Prosperity and opportunity for all our people; 
@ And, a just peace in the world. 

The Republican program is the ceaseless and tireless pursuit 
of these objectives. Thank you -- and good night. 


WEST VIRGINIA SPEECH 


Following is the complete text of President Eisenhower's Oct. 27 speech to a Re- 
publican party rally at Kanawha County airport, Charleston, W. Va.: 


Gov. Underwood, Sen. Revercomb, Sen. Hoblitzell, Congressmen 
Neal and Moore, Mr. O’Dair Duff, candidate for Congress, and 
the rest of the candidates here assembled -- my fellow Ameri- 
cans: 

For the past two or three weeks, I have been traveling about 
the country to urge upon the American people the need for good, 
sound and progressive Government. I have done this by pointing 
out the record of the last six years of Government, showing the 
programs that have been proposed, those that have been adopted, 
what we need to do now, and why I believe Republicans best can 
give you -- and America -- this kind of Government. 

Now, my friends, the overpowering question, the most import- 
ant problem of our time is peace. I think we should be careful to 
keep it out -- the principles of peace -- out of partisan debate. All 
Americans, as Americans, want peace. Their aspirationis to live 








ee 











wis 











at peace with their fellows, with themselves, and have the full 
opportunity to develop their lives, their families, their society, 
according to the desires of the great majority. 

Now, the leaders of the Congress from both parties have 
constantly supported the Administration in its attempt to follow 
these principles. But I think wedohave the right to look back with 
some satisfaction on the six-year record of the operations of these 
principles so as to maintain the peace in the world. 

Now we stand on these principles, and I think all Americans 
do: that we will not use force to gain our ends in the world. That 
we will support the United Nations, and that we will remain strong 
for our own security and to have a proper position from which to 
negotiate for peace. We have no selfish ambitions of any kind. 
We want no one else’s territory. We do not seek domination over 
them of any kind -- economic, political or otherwise. 

Now these are the principles which I believe no one -- ao 
American -- would contest. But as we go back over those six 
year, I think wedohave aright to congratulate ourselves that since 
the summer of 1953 there has not been a hostile shot fired by 
Americans. That many trouble spots have been so treated that 
the irritations, the anxieties that they cause have been much 
ameliorated or eliminated. These spots are Korea, Vietnam, 
Iran, Trieste, Austria -- others ofthis kind, where great, difficult 
problems have had to be solved inthe application of the principles 
of which I speak. 

Just this morning I had some news'tthat I think all of you would 
like to hear: the Chinese Communists announced this morning that 
they have completely evacuated North Korea with their forces. This 
seemingly ends this particular episode, this particular difficulty 
between the Chinese Communists and ourselves in North Korea. 
And I say ‘‘seemingly’’ because we must be alert, we must be 
wary, and we must be sure that by their deeds we will give our 
confidence to people whose word has no longer been such as to 
inspire our confidence. 

Now, incidentally, I read this morning a certain motto of 
yours which says, ‘‘Mountaineers are always free men.’’ The 
reason that this comes to my mind is because of one particular 
thing in this matter of peace that we always tend to overlook. We 
are not concerned merely with protecting territory, our people 
abroad, even our homes; we are concerned in defending a way of 
life. This, my friends, we must do, by strength, a conciliatory 
spirit, and understanding, and with the cooperation of our friends 
in the world. It means that we must also defend that way of life 
always at home, 

Which brings me to a word or two about our economy. Now 
you have heard all the statistics about the very remarkable six 
years we have just experienced -- the great increase in the earn- 
ing power of labor, the increase in the purchasing power of the 
average family, gross income -- every kind of index shows that 
this has been a remarkable six years. We realize that of course 
in a free economy there are ups and sometimes downs, and we 
had one starting a little more than a year ago. We moved rapidly 
to give a helping hand, leadership to bringing this free economy 
back to its normal state of health and strength. 

There has been a tremendous increase in our later advances 
and I am quite sure that all of you know what the statistics in the 
situation are. I think that you will find them satisfying. But I do 
want, as I speak about this economy, to indicate that I know there 
are spots of weakness still to be dealt with. Some of these, un- 
fortunately, are within your own state. And I want to talk for a 
moment about two things we have been doing and we are doing 
to help here, 


INTERSTATE HIGHWAYS 


The first deals with the interstate highway system. There’s 
more than 40,000 miles of highway to be constructed in this coun- 
try, crisscrossing almost every state. After the first allocation 
of mileage to West Virginia, there were presentations made by 
Sen. Revercomb, and by your then chairman, Sen. Hoblitzell, 
as to the greater need of West Virginia, and that allotment of 
highway was more than doubled, It is now something on the order 
of 395 miles. 

And the point is: this is not a dream, It is not a visionary 
project for your consideration. Work is going on right now, and 
it will go on more rapidly and more effectively as each month 
passes -- until the job has been completed. 
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Now another problem that I should like to speak about in 
this program is that dealing with small business. Small business 
has been discussed by every kind of political leader for a long 
time, and everybody seems to feel a perfectly natural sympathy 
for the small business man when he is in difficulty, and he gives 
him a lot of sympathy, but it seems often little else. Now the 
purpose of this Administration has been to do something -- and 
has done it. 

Finally, getting certain bills through the last Congress that 
will have very great significance for the small business man. 
I vetoed one small business bill, and for very good reasons, first 
it would do nothing for anybody until 1959, and secondly it was just 
not a good bill in its detailed provisions. But under the authoriza- 
tion we now have, there is more money coming into areas such as 
this than could possibly have come under any other bill. And that 
rate of support and help in the form of loans, and in other ways, 
is increasing, and to the very great benefit of small business. 


TAXES 


Taxes and tax concessions and other kinds of concessions 
have been established so that small business can have better 
access to financing and to getting a better share of Government 
contracts, to make certain that it is in a better competitive posi- 
tion with larger businesses. 

Now I want to go back, then, tothe results of these two things 
that I am talking about in our economy -- the roads, and smail 
business. For the small business man, it gets, as 1 said, for 
him a better competitive position, better financing, a better 
certainty that he can plan his future to become a bigger and more 
prosperous business man himself. 

Good roads will save lives. They will be of great economic 
value, and Route 77, I believe it is, will finally give a continuous 
route all the way from Ohio to Miami, to the great benefit of 
West Virginia. 

These thoughts I give to you as some of the things we have 
been trying to do our best in the economy and for the benefit of 
yourselves -- this state, I should liketo point out this, on a more 
definitely partisan basis, that Republicans have tried to do these 
things under sound, sane and progressive policies. We do not 
believe that you can buy peace. Wedo not believe you can purchase 
prosperity. We have seen in the more radical wing of the oppesi- 
tion party plans proposed only last spring for expenditures that 
would have saddled you, your children and your grandchildren, 
with billions of dollars of debts that were unnecessary, and would 
have been for no useful purpose, either now or in the future. 

This type of philosophy, this spending for spending’s sake, 
has been completely repudiated by America. Wedo not want more 
debts. We donot want more interest rates. We do not want diluted 
the value of our dollar and to make our basket of groceries cost 
more and more dollars. 

We want sound, stable Government that is progressive to 
meet human needs but is not silly in destroying the economy that 
has led us and brought us to the position that we now enjoy and 
occupy. 

Now, as you know, my friends, this brief stop that I have been 
able to make here is onthe wayto Pittsburgh where I am to make a 
more formal speech this evening. But I have tried merely by 
coming here to assure that my fight, my struggle -- the Republican 
struggle -- for this kind of Government of which I speak, will never 
cease, 

I happen to have grandchildren of my own. [have no other 
personal objective to serve as I struggle for these things of 
which I speak. You know that the Constitution itself eliminates 
me from ‘further political consideration after the next election, 
even if I had any ambitions in that direction, which I assure 
you I do not. So I merely want to say that in this fight, | am 
thinking of the future, and I believe that what sound, progressive 
Republicanism means is that we have got sense enough to look 
in the future to preserve what is good, and to repudiate with our 
whole strength, with our whole souls, these phony doctrines that 
would merely put the private citizen in a wheel chair furnished 
him by the Federal Government. 

I am here in the conviction that you can keep this kind of 
Government -- sound, sane Government -- progressive Govern- 
ment -- forward-looking Government -- human Government, 
by electing your entire slate of Republican candidates. I believe 


QUARTERLY INC 


1 ee en reise Week ending Nov. 7, 1958 -- PAGE 1431 










oo ________. 








Presidential Report - 4 


America is on the march, and is marching well,strongly. I 
think all of us should keep helping it to do exactly that. Thank 
you and goodnight. 


COMMODORE HOTEL SPEECH 


Following is the complete text of President Eisenhower's Oct. 28 speech to the 
Citizens for Eisenhower-Nixon 1958 Committee at the Commodore Hotel, New York City: 


Mr. Chairman -- and my folks, because, you know, you’re my 
boys and girls: 

Prcbably no one except those of this group and of other 
groups like it, in 1951 and 1952, had so much to do in persuading 
me that there was a political role left for me that I should under- 
take as have groups just like you. And indeed, there has been 
nothing so wonderful for me in these past six years in that, first, 
you approved of what we tried todo in the first four, and reaffirmed 
your decision; but throughout that time have always been ready 
to lend a helping hand. 

And when citizens offer to give me an opportunity to help in 
what I believe to be good Government, by saying again they will 
finance a national hookup, whatever the time, whatever the place, 
if it’s humanly possible, I’ll be there. This may not be such good 
news for some of my staff whom I drive crazy until we get 
ready the text that I want to use, but I think they, like yourselves, 
will be patient until this job can be done and will be cheering as 
usual, because that is your nature, 

You are people that without too much veneration for a name, 
and the name of a political party, have drawn together because 
you want one reward, and one only: the best Government you can 
get. And since Governments are made up of humans, you try to 
select the kind of people that you believe will urge and fight for 
and work for in official position that kind of government, the 
kind of government in which you believe. 

Now you, therefore, as I see it, find it not necessary to say 
that you are always going to be a Republican or a Democrat, or 
what-have-you, but as long as you are always for good government 
and you can find in a party the kind of people that you believe 
would best serve your interests -- not selfish interests, not the 
selfish interests of the moment, but America’s interests and 
therefore yours -- then of course you can affiliate yourself at any 
time you choose with that party. 

And needless to say, I amvery proud that since 1952 you have 
affiliated yourselves with the Republicans. Now I feel a kinship 
to this crowd, for another reason: Until 1952, early 1952, when I 
was past 61 years old, I certainly had no political aim other than 
(being a) citizen. I was exactly that. I never admitted I was a 
Republican, and certainly I never admitted I was a Democrat. 
And so I felt exactly as you did -- and do. 

Who are the people, where is the group, that will advance 
those ideals of equality of opportunity, the ideals of human dig- 
nity, the kind of freedoms and liberties in which we believe? 
Where are they? 

Now I hold at this time, at least in these years, there are 
very largely or at least enough of them in our party that it de- 
serves our kind of support, and the support of this group. I believe 
you need it in Albany, and consequently I am delighted that you, 
within your state, organized Citizens for Rockefeller. I believe 
we should have a Senator in the United States Senate who equals 
your senior Senator now in experience and understanding of 
national problems -- a man who, like you, is dedicated to decency 
and honesty, thrift and economy in Government. And Ken Keating 
has made that kind of reputation. He is respected in the halls 
of Congress and throughout the Executive Department. And I 
could not think of a better addition to the United States Senate 
that we could have, if you people succeed in sending him down 
there. 


NELSON ROCKEFELLER 


I think I should have told you, as I mentioned Nelson, that 
he also worked with me for a number of years in Washington in 
a number of tasks, and I think you must know his record: he 
performed brilliantly. So I think that your confidence that you are 
electing a splendid Governor can be just as great as that you are 
sending down to Washington a good, fine new Senator. 
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I just came from another meeting -- I do a lot of politicking 
today, in spite of what you said -- but this was a special thing 
about Ken Keating. Several people -- and I suppose there are 
self-appointed experts, but they say that Ken’s face is not well 
enough known in the city heretoassure him of the kind of majority 
he ought to have when he goes down there so that he speaks with 
authority and they can’t say he was a i5-man landslide. We 
need every vote we can get, and we need them in the city. And I 
asked over in the Republican headquarters, that everyone of you 
as a worker should carry around a picture of this man, if they 
don’t know his face. Show it to them. Say, ‘‘Here it is.” 

I don’t know how much money there is around here, but may- 
be we can get some money to get him on the television once in a 
while, Showing hirn will help, because his record is good enough, 
And they just told me, as I rode down Madison Avenue -- the ad- 
vertising experts, maybe they can help us out -- I don’t know, 
but we have just got to do it. 


CONFIDENCE 


Now although I am just talking to you as citizens talk about 
good government in terms of confidence -- you believe. have faith 
and can do the things that you believe good government should be 
doing, I would not want to let you into any doubt as to my belief 
that the Republican party today, its vast majority, its 99.4 percent 
majority, is trying to give you the kind of Government you want. 
They believe in sane programs, instead of hysterical programs, 
They are not trying to buy your vote by taxes, they are not trying 
to buy freedom, they are not trying tobuy peace. They are trying 
to work for these things, like anyone else has to do. 

Every citizen today must take, each of us, take to his or her 
head and heart, these problems, and what is it that we want and 
need. And I believe that each of us cannot afford to talk about or 
think about these problems, and study these problems in too 
narrow or selfish a basis. Sometimes you might like it, where 
government would do something, whether it be city of county -- 
they may give you a special parking place or something else, 
whatever it is, that is not the kind of thing we are talking about. 

We are talking about that direction and influence that a gov- 
ernment can exercise in order that there is an atmosphere of 
freedom where the human is respected, where when there is dif- 
ficulty in emergency or disaster that he is helped. But we do not 
give him a pair of crutches every time he has a nail in his foot 
or any other thing that slows up his walk for the moment, 

We help, but we do not dominate. And for goodness’ sake, 


‘let’s don’t try to subsidize. This isthe kind of government, this 


is the kind of sane policy and feeling and principle that is applied 
in the foreign field: to be friendly but to be strong, to be ready 
to conciliate but never to appease. Those are the kinds of things 
that we must consider, each for himself, as we determine who are 
these men that we want in government. 

Now ladies and gentlemen, it would be a lot more fun, you 
know, for us to make a list of the things that all your political 
opponents are doing badly and we are doing so well, That is a 
very fine thing to do, as you are going up and down the streets 
getting votes. But the thing that holds us together, that makes 
us work as a team, that makes you want to see your partner and 
your associate just as successful as you are, is this belief: that 
through good government I will get that whichis best for me, each 
of us, for our family, for our friends, for our community, our 
locality. And we don’t get it when we put our whole attention just 
on the local scene, 

Now, goodness knows why I got off on this kind of statement 
of my beliefs and convictions, but as you know, like some of the 
other people who are now retiring voluntarily, within two years 
I retire whether it’s voluntary or not. So Iam interested, there- 
fore, and I think you can understand that my interest is: for 
America, There can be nothing else, 

And when I see a group like this, I have the greatest confidence 
that America is going to remain inthe same broad pattern that we 
have known, that it is going down the great, broad highway of 
progress, peaceful existence -- as far as it can possibly do any- 
thing to maintain that peace, but in any event, in honor, in decency, 
and in pride of this great nation. And that is what I think citizens 
believe and are doing. 

This has been a tremendous honor you have done me, to allow 
me to come here before you for these moments, and to let you 
know something of what is on my heart and mind. Goodbye and 
good luck, 























ROOSEVELT HOTEL SPEECH 


Following is the complete text of President Eisenhower's Oct. 28 speech to Re- 
publican party campaign workers at the Roosevelt Hotel, New York City: 


Mr. Chaizman, and all of our Republican candidates and fellow 

workers in the Republican party -- and all our friends here: 

This is an inspiring occasion. I wish that Ihad the words to 

do justice to it. There was a song some years ago that made a 

great impression on me, ani it has a title that has been rather 

a motto for me ever since'! got into politics. And it was this: 
I believe. 

Now the only thing that joins us together here today is not 
because we think that we have a very handsome chairman or a 
very good-looking candidate, or anything else. It is: we believe 
something. And you believe that the people you have selected 
for your candidates will try ‘o further those things in which you 
do believe. There is no political party, as I understand it, unless 
it is joined together by certain common convictions that are im- 
portant to this country. If a political party is less than that, it 
is nothing in the world but a cabal to seize power. You have to 
have something in your heart and in your mind that inspires you 
to work for what you believe with respect to this country. That 
is exactly what you are doing. Itis what I am trying to do. 

I have been across the country, into little towns, even to one 
as little as the one in which I was raised, about the size of this 
city block. But those people as well as those in Chicago and 
Los Angeles and Denver and Cedar Rapids, and all of those I have 
talked to today, understand that your belief and your conviction 
and your efforts are producing an effect. 

Only a short few weeks ago, I saw newspapers reporting 
apathy, particularly on the part of Republicans. I wonder if there 
is anyone who happens to be writing today would like to write a 
story on apathy after seeing the demonstration that we have just 
seen here for your candidates -- people on the platform, which 
after all is your way of saying, we believe that you are doing what 
you think is right for America, that you are struggling to preserve 
and advance the principles that brought us from a little colony 
at Plymouth Rock to 175 million that peoples a whole continent. 

Those are the things we believe in, and there is no need for 
me to try to explain or analyze or expand upon them today. Each 
one of you feels them in your heart, as you understand them and 
comprehend them with your intellect. I believe in recent times 
there are people who seeking political power have too far for- 
gotten some of these basic principles: thrift, economy, efficiency, 
and a progressive and humanitarian attitude in government. 

I quoted, last evening in a talk, Theodore Roosevelt, and he 
said something I have never before found in his writings, where 
he said ‘‘America cannot buy peace, it cannot buy prosperity. 
But we can all work for it and achieve it.’’ ? 

And so, as I meet with this group -- and frankly, I think I have 
had no meeting across the United States during this campaign 
except with Republican workers -- I have exactly the conviction 
that I am one of you. Frankly, it would be fun to be sitting right 
in the middle of this audience, saying to myself, ‘‘Now just how 
can I help best? Have I done quite enough? 

Because we do not want to see any attempt to purchase peace 
or to purchase prosperity. We work for those things. What our 
kind of Government gives you is opportunity, protects you in dis- 
aster, encourages you and always puts out a helping hand -- but 
never wants to put you in a wheelchair. 


SHORT CUT 


Now this is certainly a short-cut in an attempt to explain 
something of the difference between these two great political 
parties, and of course when I am talking in this campaign let’s 
remember this: the opposition party as we well know is divided 
into two great wings. Most of the contests in one wing are 
long completed -- they were completed inthe Southern primaries, 
weeks and months ago. What we are fighting against is the dom- 
inent wing of the party, and it is that party which I believe does 
not, in its practice, in its teachings, hold to these straightforward, 
honest, sound and sane principles which have made America great. 

I sometimes lose sight of my terminal facilities when I start 
talking to such a group as this, because I so much want to let you 
see the depth of my sincerity. I believe that we must work for 
America, and not only for today, hoping that someone will give you 
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a more favorable tariff or do something else that you think would 
be nice for the moment -- working for America in terms of looking 
down the lane to your children, your grandchildren, and with their 
right to have the same kind of opportunity that you have enjoyed, 
not only since you were a child -- in fact, and I hope it isn’t 
bragging, I think if you will look back only to 1952 and count your 
blessings, you will stop counting all of those points where you have 
found reason to quarrel with the Administration and the Republican 
party during these past six years. 

I thoroughly realize that government, since it is composed of 
humans, is bound to make errors. Our hope is, when there are 
errors, that they are only of the head and never of the heart. But 
however they are made, myhope is that you approve of the general 
trend, the general philosophy and the general record, whether it 
be in unemployment or in savings, or inthe preservation of peace, 
or whatever is closest to you, [hope youdo approve of that -- even 
if you do, once in a while, have to tell your wife or your husband 
how silly we have been on some particular point. And indeed, it 
would be difficult, I don’t believe that anyone here could truthfully 
say they haven’t found something to objectto. Because if we were 
completely in agreement, this would mean we were completely 
made in the same mold and then it would no longer be prosperity. 

But if we do join hands, regardless of religion and race and 
geography and any other divisive type of influence, if we join hands 
to try to push forward in the atmosphere, in the kind of teachings 
that we have learned in our homes, in our schools and in our ex- 
perience, then, in my mind, the United States will not only always 
be the United States, but it will be one that will be recognizable 
by your descendants on into the dim future. So that’s the reason 
that i say: For goodness sake elect your state ticket. Please send 
Mr. Keating to the Senate to help me out. 

By the way, let me digress for just a moment. I have heard 
that in the city here he is not so well known as you think he should 
be. Why don’t you go around and ring bells and show his picture? 

I will tell you one thing: He is known well in Washington. He 
is a very able legislator. He is not only that, he is a respected 
Member of the House who is listened to whenever he takes the 
floor to make a speech. And he has demonstrated his humanitar- 
ianism by being the co-author of a bill on immigration hoping to 
join families, that was tong needed and for which he worked and 
succeeded in helping to get passed, 

I should not fail to mention that Nelson Rockefeller worked 
with me down in Washington for some years, until he got tired of 
me and the way I wasdriving him all the time, and he finally came 
back here to take a rest, or something. But ! will tell you: he 
worked -- and effectively. And I am delighted that he is making 
such a campaign, which all New Yorkers tell me today is truly a 
successful one. So I conclude on the first thought I advanced: we 
believe. And if we believe enough, we can do. Thank you a lot. 


FOOTBALL DINNER SPEECH 


Following is the complete text of President Eisenhower's Oct. 28 speech at the 
Football Hall of Fame dinner at the Hotel Astor, New York City: 


Mr. Toastmaster, Mr. LaRoche, my old chief, Gen. MacArthur -- 
and my friends: 

It is really unforgivable for an old soldier to be surprised. 
This he tries to do to someone else, but he is likely to encounter 
defeat if he is himself careless. Long ago I accepted this wonder- 
ful invitation, but only a few minutes ago did I realize that I, an 
obscure football player of a good many years ago, was to get this 
gold medal. I thank you all. 

Most of you know that I have been out politicking. So, one of 
the few things I have not been accused of in recent weeks is under - 
statement. But I am guiltyof exactly that when I say I am honored 
and gratified by your invitation to join this distinguished company 
this evening. 

Now I did not bring with me aformal address. But long since 
I have learned that, only by reducing to writing such thoughts as I 
want to communicate to any audience, canI be sure of applying any 
effective curb to the garrulous tendency that sometimes afflicts 
me as an old soldier. 

Indeed, so bare did I feel was my cupboard of good subjects 
for an after-dinner talk, that I am prompted to tell one story, not 
about football, but about a very great football player and coach 
when he was a very small boy. The hero -- or villain -- was 
Bo McMillan. 
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Bo grew up inasmall Texas town, where he had the reputation 
of being the best-behaved boy in the whole village. One Sunday 
morning the town constable, walking downthe street, saw Bo stand- 
ing in front of the village jewelry store, and strangely he had a very 
large brick in his hand. He stood there at least 10 minutes, and 
suddenly he threw that brick right through the plate glass window. 
Stunned, the constable asked Bo how a model boy could ever do 
such a thing. ‘‘Well sir,’’ said Bo, ‘‘you see I’m a Catholic -- 
and today I’m on my way to confession. And my trouble is, sir, 
I was just a mite short of material!’ 

Short as I am, I do want to give sincere congratulations to 
each of your honored guests on having been selected for the 
Silver Anniversary Awards. And likewise, I render my salute 
to the players and coaches who this year join the all-time greats 
in Football’s Hall of Fame. 

Now beyond that, it does seem to me that I might be able to 
suggest a few ideas on the value of football and other sports in 
exciting and developing the spirit of competition, so important to 
our country. 

Wherever human liberty is respected, competition is the ani- 
mator of progress. In football, in business, in politics, in the 
trades, professions and the arts, the normal urge to excel pro- 
vides one of the most hopeful assurances that our kind of society 
will continue to advance and to prosper. Morale -- the will to 
win, the fighting heart -- are the honored hallmarks of the football 
coach and player. Likewise, they are characteristic of the enter- 
prising executive, the successful troop leade-. ~he established 
artist and the dedicated teacher and scienti: . ‘his morale -- 
this will, this heart -- we need not only as in whletic teams as 
individuals, but collectively. And we need itin business organiza- 
tions -- indeed, in the Nation. 

For there is another kind of competition which America must 
meet -- ponderous, persistent, deadly. It is clever and powerful 
and it is out to win, by whatever means and at whatever cost. It 
plays no rules save its own. 

My friends -- that is the competition we are up against today, 
and we know thatthe contest is likely to be long and tough. But our 
team is made up of every individual in America, And we need to 
make each one of them the best player that can be put on the field. 

This requires fitness -- fitness in its deepest and broadest 
sense. We know that fitness is far more than a healthy body. It is 
more than an alert, disciplined mind. Fitness is the sum of all 
values which enable a man to act effectively in his nation’s behalf 
in this great contest in which we are engaged. In this meaning, 
fitness is the individual’s maximum development for the Nation’s 
good. 

Within our trust is a whole generationof Americans who soon 
will be making this country’s decisions, and will be generating as 
well as guiding its great power. Their success will be largely 
determined by the opportunities we give them to prepare them- 
selves for the test. Thus youth fitness -- in all its dimensions -- 
is the proper concern of every single American. To this task 
the inspirational football coach is as dedicated as the most re- 
spected professor. And the whole field of sports contributes 
mightily toward that objective. So, also, do other movements 
keyed to the service of youth -- Boy Scouts, the 4-H and FFA 
Clubs, the YM and YWCAs, Youth Centers and church-sponsored 
youth groups. 

These things build morale -- an indispensable ingredient of 
success in any human organization. And in the Nation it is vital. 
Morale comprehends many things -- most of them intangibles -- 
spiritual in nature. In a free people the very basis of morale is 
a clear understanding of the deathless truth for which our Nation 
stands -- that man’s dignity and liberty are the cornerstones of 
our political, economic and social structure. This is the concept 
for the defense of which our forefathers were ever ready to give 
their all. 

This kind of development cannot be brought about by acts of 
Congress or policy statements by public officials. Our young can- 
not be made fit by governmental edict. The nature of the objective 
is such that it can be attained only by the voluncary action of pri- 
vate individuals. Men and women, boys and girls, working together 
in their homes, churches, schools and civic organizations will ac- 
complish what no amount of government planning, ordering and 
spending can ever do. 

The power generated by a democracy is the aggregate of all 
decisions and all actions by the sum total of its citizens. Nothing 
constructive ever emerges from government, from business, or 


from anywhere else, until a person, by himself, or with others, 
puts his head, his hand and his heart to a clear objective of his 
own choosing. 

It is what you and I think, what you and I believe, what you and 
I are ready to work for, to sacrifice for. It is what you and I are 
ready to do for others as well as for ourselves. This is what de- 
termines the level of America’s greatness. 

And this leads me to express one hope, in which I trust you 
will find no partisan impulse or motive. Certainly I intend none, 
It is that every American will make himself a competitor in good 
citizenship, and so doing will vote his convictions on November 4, 

Before this audience, I should especially like to make an ap- 
peal to every athlete -- active or retired -- that he will not visit 
a golf club, a shooting field, a fishing stream, or take part in any 
recreational activity of any kind on that day until after he has voted, 

Again -- let me express my deep appreciation of the great 
courtesy and honor you have accorded me -- my thanksto you for 
a very fine evening -- my congratulations to our honored guests 
-- and my very best wishes for another wonderful football year! 
Thank you very much, 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 


The White House Nov. 1 issued the following statement reporting that President 
Eisenhower had transferred the functions of the Airways Modernization Board to the new 
Federal Aviation Agency headed by Elwood R. Quesada (Week/y Report p. 1332): 


The President today signed anexecutive order which transfers 
all functions of the Airways Modernization Board to the newly 
appointed administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency, Mr. El- 
wood R, Quesada. This action is in accordance with the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 which authorizes the President to transfer to 
the administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency ‘‘any functions 
of the Executive Departments or agencies of the Government or of 
any officer or organizational entity thereof’’ which are related to 
establishing, operating and maintaining systems, and facilities, for 
safe and efficient air navigation and air traffic control. The 
transfer will be effective Nov. 1, 1958, the date on which Mr. 
Quesada assumes the office of administrator. 

The Airways Modernization Board was authorized by Con- 
gress in 1957 in response to a request by the President and in 
recognition of the necessity of inodernizing the Nation’s aviation 
facilities. 

The board, under the leadership of Mr. Quesada as chairman, 
and its other members, Malcolm A. MacIntyre, Under Secretary 
of the Air Force, and Louis S, Rothschild, former Under Secre- 
tary of the Department of Commerce, has made significant pro- 
gress toward its goal. Theterminationofthe board and the trans- 
fer of its functions at this time have been made possible by the 
establishment of the new Federal Aviation Agency more than 18 
months ahead of the maximum schedule provided in the Airways 
Modernization Act of 1957. 

Mr. Quesada has resigned his commission as a Lieutenant 
General on the retired list of the Regular Air Force -- an act 
essential to qualifying as administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Agency, under the provision of the law that established it. 


EXECUTIVE ORDER 


TRANSFERRING FUNCTIONS OF THE AIRWAYS 
MODERNIZATION BOARD TO THE ADMINISTRATOR 
OF THE FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by section 304 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (PL 726, 72 Stat. 749) and by section 
202(b) of the Budget and Accounting Procedures Act of 1950 (64 
Stat. 838; 31 U.S.C, 581c(b)), and as President of the United States, 
it is ordered as follows: 


Section 1, All functions (including powers, duties, activities, 
and parts of functions) of the Airways Modernization Board, in- 
cluding those of the chairman thereof, are hereby transferred to 
the administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency; and all records, 
property, facilities, employees, and unexpended balances of appro- 
priations, allocations, and other funds of the Airways Moderniza- 
tion Board, are hereby transferred to the Federal Aviation 
Agency. 
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Section 2, Such further measures and dispositions, if any, as 
the director of the Bureau of the Budget shall determine to be 
necessary in connection with the transfers provided for herein- 
above in respect of records, property, facilities, employees, and 
balances shall be carried out in such manner as he shall direct 
and by such agencies as he shall designate. 

Section 3. The provisions of this order shall become effective 
concurrently with the entering upon office as administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Agency of the first person appointed as adminis- 
trator. The functions transferred by Section 1 hereof may be per- 
formed by the administrator until the effective date of the repeal 
of the Airways Mo‘ternization Act of 1957 effected by section 1401 
(d) of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958. 

DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 





Presidential Report - 7 
MESSAGE TO POPE 


President Eisenhower Oct. 28 sent the following cable message to the new Roman 
Catholic Pope, John XXIII: 


Your Holiness: 


It is with great pleasure that I have learned of your elec- 
tion as Supreme Pontiff of the Roman Catholic Church, I join 
with other Americans in extending my congratulations on your 
election to this high office. My best wishes for the success 
of your endeavors are, I am certain, shared by men of good 
will everywhere. 





THE TEXT OF PRESIDENT EISENHOWER’S NOV. 5 PRESS CONFERENCE 


Following is the text of President Eisenhower's 45th press conference of his sec- 
ond term, held three weeks after his 44th (Weekly Report p. 1329): 


THE PRESIDENT: Please sit down. Good morning. Any 
questions? 


CAUSE OF LANDSLIDE 


Q. MERRIMAN SMITH, United Press: Yes sir. (Laughter) 
Mr. President, during the past campaign, you told the public re- 
peatedly that the Democrats were left-wing extremists; you pic- 
tured them as apostles of wholesale reckless spending, phony 
doctrines, committed to demagogic excess. Now, against that 
background, sir, what do you think caused the Democratic land- 
slide, and particularly how do you propose, as you promised to 
do during the campaign, as head of this Administration, to fight 
these Democrats who now are in commanding control of the 
House and Senate? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, first of all I must remind you, you 
did not read my talks correct -- accurately. I continued to talk 
about the spender -wing of the Democratic Party. I was very care- 
ful. I am sure you will never find any place in my whole campaign 
when I talked about the Democratic Party as a whole, and in terms 
of accusation of any kind. The most I ever said about the Demo- 
cratic Party was -- split down the middle. 

Now, I did talk about the spender-wing, and apparently that 
didn’t make any great impression, for, obviously, we didn’t get 
enough Republican votes. But I would liketo say a word about the 
importance of that spending to everyone in this room; and, since 
you are representative, I’ll say, to allofthe 175 million people -- 

Next year we are going to have to refund $50 billion of bonds 
of more than one-year length. We have, during that same time, a 
roll-over, something in the order of $23 billion worth of short- 
term notes, I think four times, certainly three, -- I forget whether 
it is three or four. Finally, we’ve got to find more than twelve 
billion dollars of new money; and, next fall, because of the seasonal 
way in which our income comes intothe Treasury, we will have to 
make temporary borrowings of a considerable amount of money. 

Now this, to my mind, is a very serious thing because I am 
convinced that the two principal spurs to inflation are, one, the 
continuous wage-price spiral, and the other is unnecessary Fed- 
eral spending, particularly Federal deficits of the size that we had 
to face up to this year. We have got to stop spending if we are 
going to keep further dilution of the dollar from taking place. And 
I have this one conviction: All of you know the extent to which I am 
dedicated to the whole theory of liberty and freedom and of free 
enterprise, and I believe that these things -- we cannot have these 
concepts applied completely in our country unless we do stop this 
money spending. So I did inveigh against that money spending 
and the people -- as a matter of fact, I gave quotes, so I think that 
I was taking thern out of sort of historical record, and I still do it. 
I believe that that kind of spending must stop or the United States 
is in the most serious trouble that we can think of. 


LEFT-WING GOVERNMENT CHOSEN? 


Q. EDWARD T, FOLLIARD, Washington Post: Mr. Presi- 
dent, I’d like to go back to Mr. Smith’s question, but quote what 
you said in Los Angeles. After saying that the Democratic Party 





was dominated by political radicals, you said, ‘‘Either we choose 
leftwing government or sensible government, spend -thrift govern- 
ment or responsible government.”’ 

THE PRESIDENT: I said the dominant wing of the Demo- 
cratic Party. 

Q. Yes. Mr. President, do you think that the people yester- 
day chose left-wing government rather than sensible government? 

THE PRESIDENT: I think at least this: I don’t know whether 
they did this thing deliberately. I know this, that they obviously 
voted for people that I would class among the spenders, and that is 
what I say is going tobethe real troubie. And I promise this: For 
the next two years, the Lord sparing me, I am going to fight this 
as hard as I know how, and if we don’t, I just say that, well, in the 
long run, everybody else that is responsible has got to fight it. 
The conservative Democrats, the newspapers, every kind of person 
that has got the brains to see what is happening to this country with 
our loose handling of our fiscal affairs has got to fight it. 


CAUSE OF DEFEAT 


Q. LAURENCE H, BURD, Chicago Tribune: Mr. President, 
what factors do you think caused the Republican defeat and the 
Democratic victory? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don’t know, ofcourse, what trends 
might have occurred that you really can unearth; but I'll tell you 
this: I agree with what the Vice President said last night and with 
what the Chairman of the Republican Party said. The Republicans 
are prone to campaign very hard the last week or two weeks, or 
two months of an election, and they don’t fight between elections, 

I believe that Mr. Alcorn is correct when he says that if the 
Republicans don’t start fighting this morning, this veryday for the 
next election, they’re going to be in a bad way, and I believe this 
is true throughout the country. 


TROUBLE WITH DEMOCR ATS? 


Q. ANDREW F, TULLY, Scripps-Howard: Sir, after some of 
your campaigning, do you anticipate additional trouble with the 
Democratic Congress this time? 

THE PRESIDENT: Not at all. I have always dealt with the 
Democratic Congress in what I thought, in my honest conviction, 
was good fox the country, and Ithinkthere is a lot of them believe 
that they want to do what is good for the country. And I assure you 
again that I’m talking about a good many people in that Party. 


TAXES TO MEET DEFICIT - 


Q. J.F. TER HORST, Detroit News: Sir, in order that the 
Government can stay fiscally sound, do you feel that the new Con- 
gress must come up with new taxes to meet these deficits that you 
say we are facing? 

THE PRESIDENT: I don’t know; and, as a matter of fact, my 
advisers and I haven’t really decided what we must do, And I don’t 
think we should talk yet about raising taxes. What I think we should 
do is getting down expenditures. We have been too lavish in too 
many things starting, indeed, in my opinion, in certain things in 
Defense, because as yet we have not eliminated the duplications, 
the unnecessary expenditures that are going on, and we must start 
right from the biggest and go right down to the smallest. 
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NELSON ROCKEFELLER 


Q. RUTH MONTGOMERY, Hearst News Agency: Mr. Presi- 
dent, do you regard Nelson Rockefeller now as a strong candidate 
to succeed you in two years? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, that’s one thing thatI haven’t yet -- 
one thought I haven’t approached or even thought of at all. I am 
delighted that he is elected and I have congratulated him warmly 
this morning. But I don’t think it’s time now to be talking about 
that far in the future. 


NIXON’S ROLE 


Q. CARLETON KENT, Chicago Sun-Times: Mr. President, 
do you foresee any change in role for Mr. Nixon within the Ad- 
ministration in the next two years? 

THE PRESIDENT: Why, I wouldn’t think so, Mr. Kent. 
Actually, the President has no constitutional power over the Vice 
President and, therefore, everything that the Vice President does 
here is because of our -- cooperation between the two of us, and 
because he has complied with my requests. Now, in doing so, he 
has been a party to every principal governmental committee or 
organization that we have and, therefore, is not only kept informed 
of what is going on, but is in very splendid position to contribute 
his thinking. But I don’t see howhis role in the Executive Branch 
could be greater. 


PASTERNAK CASE 


Q. JOHN M, HIGHTOWER, Associated Press: Mr. President, 
the Soviet Government seems intent on forcing out of the country 
its most famous author. What do youthink of the Pasternak case; 
and, specifically, would Mr. Pasternak be welcome in the United 
States? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I hadn’t got to the last part of your 
question in my own thinking. This is a case that has not been 
analyzed within our own governmental circles. I have read about 
it carefully. I am shocked that eventhe Soviets would do this kind 
of thing, to take an author who has been so honored by the Nobel 
Prize group and then apparently condemn him because some of the 
things he said didn’t quite coincide withtheir doctrine. It’s a sort 
of sad thing, I believe, when we find a brain and a creative mind of 
that kind finally told, in effect, ‘‘ Youwilleither write what we say 
or you won’t write.’’ That’s what it is. It is a terrible thing and 
I put it this way: I don’t know; I’m not going to go into the details 
of the immigration laws because there might be something I don’t 
know about them, but if he came in, I’d like to see and talk to him. 


FARM POLICY 


Q. KENNETH M. SCHEIBEL, Gannett Newspapers: Mr. 
President, do you foresee any change inthe Administration’s farm 
policy as a result of the elections? 

THE PRESIDENT: Foreign policy? 

Q. No, farm, f-a-r-m. 

THE PRESIDENT: Farm policy. No. I think that we will -- 
on the contrary -- I think we will struggle right square along the 
lines we’ve laid out today. 


ROLE IN 1960 ELECTIONS 


Q. THOMAS N. SCHROTH, Congressional Quarterly: Mr. 
President, could you tell us what you think your role in the 1960 
elections will be? Are you going to insist on a strong voice in 
naming the Presidential candidate on the Republican ticket? Do 
you think you will campaign.... 

THE PRESIDENT: My role for the next two years is to do 
exactly my very best to carry on the responsibilities and duties 
of the Presidency. I am not even thinking about that election at 
this time, and certainly I would be the last person to try to name 
any particular candidate. 


CONFERENCE ON BIGOTRY 


Q. MILTON FRIEDMAN, Jewish Telegraphic Agency: Mr. 
President -- 

THE PRESIDENT: Excuse me, I believe this man -- 

Q. A number of organizations, religious organizations, Jew- 
ish, Protestant and Catholic, have urged you to call a national 
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Conference in Brief 


The President made these points: 

® The people elected the ‘‘spenders”’ in Congress. If the 
country wakes up to the dangers and the need for cutting 
Federal spending, the Republican defeat will be forgotten in 
history. 

® No man older than 70 should be President. 

® He is shocked at the treatment ofRussianwriter Paster- 
nak, thinks itis a ‘‘sadthing’’ and would like to talk to Paster- 
nak, 

® Doesn’t plan to change farm policy. 

® He is not thinking of the 1960 elections and would not try 
to name the Republican Presidential candidate. 

® Does not favor a White House conference to discuss 
racial and religious bigotry. 

@ Will try to keep out of the Cuban rebellion and protect 
American citizens in Cuba. 

® China policy will continue as long as Red China continues 
its unfriendly acts. 











White House conference to rally public opinion against racial and 
religious bigotry, and I wanted to know if you could tell us how you 
feel about that, sir? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I would saytwothings: First, I think 
that for the past six years no one in this room has ever heard me 
argue for anything except readiness to obey the laws, and to edu- 
cate ourselves, each of us, to reach thekind of understanding that 
does permit equality of opportunity among all citizens. Now, I 
have heard; I have White House conferences suggested to me at 
least once a week. Now, I’m not so certain that White House con- 
ferences are the way to rally opinion of this kind. I believe that 
opinion does not have to be rallied always by some spectacular 
conference of that kind. 


CUBAN REBELLION 


Q. HOLMES ALEXANDER, McNaught Syndicate: Mr. Presi- 
dent, there has also been an election in Cuba and a rebellion that 
is continuing to go on, and agood many Americans have been cap- 
tured and some have been killed. Could you give us the American 
policy towards the Cuban rebellion at this time? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, there is very little to state except 
what our traditional policy is: is to keep out of anything so far as 
it is humanly possible, in such athing as that; except when our own 
citizens are involved, and then to take the proper steps to protect 
them. 


REASON DEMOCRATS ELECTED 


Q. RAY L. SCHERER, N.B.C.: On another aspect of the 
election, what do you think was the primary reason that so many 
Democrats were elected? Was it local issues or was it perhaps 
disenchantment with the Administration nationally: 

THE PRESIDENT: Disenchantment with what? 

Q. With the Administration. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, sofar as I know, I have never varied 
in my basic convictions as to the functions of the Federal Govern- 
ment in our country and in my beliefs as to what is the great, 
broad, middle-of-the-road that the United States should be follow- 
ing. I have preached this as loudly as I could for six years. Now, 
after four years of that kind ofteaching, the United States did give 
me, after all, a majority of I think well over nine million votes. 
Now, here, only two years later, there is a complete reversal; and 
yet I do not see where there is anything that these people con- 
sciously want the Administration to do differently. And, if I am 
wrong, I’d like to know what it is; but I am trying to keep the fiscal 
soundness of this country and totrytokeep the economy on a good 
level keel and to work for peace. Now, if they want me to do any- 
thing else, I don’t know exactly what it is. 


FOREIGN POLICY 
Q. JOHN SCALI, Associated Press: Mr. President, during 


the campaign, some few Republicans used the words “‘appease- 
ment’”’ and ‘‘appeasers’”’ in criticising the Democrats. They 
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implied that if the Democrats won there might be a change in 
the Government policy of resolutely opposing Communist expan- 
sion. Now that the Democrats have gained substantially in both 
the Senate and the House, do you foresee any change in that 
policy and any change in our basic lines of foreign policy? 

THE PRESIDENT: No. So far as I know, I don’t know of any 
way in which I would change the general lines of our foreign policy. 
We do have new problems come up every day; and, therefore, you 
will always have some new solution or some new angle to a solu- 
tion of that particular problem. But you never vary from your 
basic principles and, frankly, I do not know of any Democrat in a 
responsible position that would want to vary fromthat basic belief 
and practice; and I think the criticism which you have repeated 
and which I did not happen to read, those must have been against 
some particular person, what some particular individual said, 
because certainly I don’t believe anyone would say this: that the 
Democratic Party as such were appeasers. 


DEMOCRATS’ ‘RADICAL WING’ 


Q. CHALMERS M, ROBERTS, Washington Post: Mr. Presi- 
dent, in using the term ‘‘radical wing of the Democratic Party,’’ 
that is the northern and western wing, I believe both you and the 
Vice President and the Chairman of the National Committee used 
that, whose idea was that, who originated that tactic for the 
campaign? 

THE PRESIDENT: I haven’t the slightest idea. But I cer- 
tainly didn’t in collaboration with anybody else. There was no 
concerted thing. I use the term, and frequently, because I believe 
people that are arguing for spending of Federal money that is not 
in sight, and with damaging our monetary system, as they ap- 
parently want to do, can deserve exactly that name. That is a 
radical group. 


YOUNG GOP LEADERSHIP 


Q. EDWARD P, MORGAN, American Broadcasting Company: 
Mr. President, I wouid like to take a crack at the question about 
Mr. Rockefeller from a slightly different tack. One of the things 
that you have most consistently emphasized is the need for young, 
vigorous leadership in the Republican Party. For a long time 
leading politicians, notably those in your Party, have considered 
Mr. Nixon as the front runner for the Republican nomination for 
President in 1960. Now comes along another new Republican face 
in the person of Mr. Rockefeller as a possible challenger. As 
things stand now, do you consider Mr. Rockefeller a little bit too 
much on the radical or the spending side, or would you look with 
equal favor on either man as the standard bearer in 1960? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, obviously that is a question I 
wouldn’t even drz2m of trying to answer at this time. There is 
going to be a practical test of exactly what every man in office is 
going to do, what he believes. Now, this is what I have said: I 
would like to see a whole stable of Republicans of some, let’s say 
comparatively youthful years, of vigor, of progressive attitudes, 
but who, above all things, do believe in our free enterprise and 
are going to try to preserve it. Now, that’s what I want. 


CUT FEDERAL SPENDING 


Q. JOHN R,. GIBSON, Wall Street Journal: Mr. President, 
you have spoken very vigorously this morning about holding down 
Federal spending. Could you say some of the specific areas where 
you and your subordinates hope that this can be accomplished to 
the greatest extent? 

THE PRESIDENT: Every single one except where existing law 
forces us to spend the money, and ifwe think that there are cases 
where we can get that law amended, I think we would go into that 
too. But I see no reason why we should spare any place, because 
I think every place we are spending too much money. 


DOMESTIC OR FOREIGN SAVINGS 


Q. MRS. MAY CRAIG, Portland Press Herald, Portland, 
Maine: Mr. President, my question was related to spending also. 
You have mentioned possible economy in defense. You have men- 
tioned dedication to free enterprise. Would youcut in foreign aid, 
foreign spending, or would you cut domestically inwhat Democrats 
call the social spending -- housing, schools? 
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THE PRESIDENT: I would say this: Everything we do in the 
foreign field has as its basic purpose our own national security, 
our own national prosperity. Now, hereis what happens: You must 
take a matter of judgment. You are not doing these things in the 
foreign field as a matter just of altruism and charity. You are 
trying to keep an atmosphere in the world in which we can live, 
which we can hope at least finally to get down some of our arma- 
ment costs, and where we can prosper. Now, whether it is in the 
foreign trade or whether it is in technical assistance or these 
development loans, if you have todothose, if that is your best way 
to do it, then you ought to spend the money. But you shouldn’t 
spend money unnecessarily anywhere, is my opinion. 


WHITE HOUSE STAFF 


Q. PAT MUNROE, Chicago American: Mr. President, former 
President Truman, writing in the current issue of Look Magazine, 
presents a chart showing that you have increased the size of your 
White House Staff by fifty percent. He says that the staff is getting 
in each other’s way and is insulating you. And I wondered if your 
belt-tightening might not start there, sir? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I have heard criticisms of all kinds 
-- there was one came up a couple of weeks before -- and I give 
them the same attention. I try to do my best. 


GOP IN SOUTH 


Q. DON OBERDORFER, Charlotte Observer: Mr. President, 
in spite of the Democratic trend throughout the country, and in spite 
of the tensions over Little Rock, the Republicans in the South have 
managed to keep the beachhead which was established several years 
ago when you first came intooffice. How do you explain the fact that 
the Republican Congressmen have done substantially better in the 
South this year than other Republicans in other parts of the country? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, of course, I believe there is a great 
many people in the South, almost by tradition, almost by habit, do 
think a bit more earnestly about some of the things I have dis- 
cussed than, for example, a man who would put in appropriation 
bills last year that, of themselves and without duplication, amounted 
to $23 billion dollars. - Now, to my mind that is the kind of thing 
that does get some sentiment anywhere where there are people 
that will stop end think them over, and apparently they did in that 
place, 


VERMONT DEMOCRAT 


Q. PETER J. KUMPA, Baltimore Sun: Mr. President, going 
North from the South, sir, Vermont elected a Congressman-at- 
Large for the first time in some hundred-odd years, I wonder if 
you could give us any explanation for this phenomenon, sir? 

THE PRESIDENT: No explanation. Ican just say I am disap- 
pointed. 


CHINA POLICY 


Q. ROBERT C, PIERPOINT, C.B.S, News: Mr. President, 
some people profess to see in our foreign policy a weakening of 
our close ties with Nationalist China and a move towards recog- 
nition of two Chinas existing side by side. 

THE PRESIDENT: In a move what? 

Q. A recognition of two Chinas existing side byside. I would 
like to hear your viewpoint on that. 

THE PRESIDENT: And a move to what -- 

Q. Toward recognition of the two Chinas existing side by 
side. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I have cautioned often the problems 
-- and sometimes there are factors, the principal factors, gradu- 
ally change. For example, in the latest communique signed by -- 
or at least issued by the Generalissimo and Foster Dulles -- there 
was a statement that the Nationalist China was intending to use 
political or, I understand -- I believe the word ‘‘peaceful’’ is 
there -- at least political means in their attempt to win back the 
mainland instead of military affairs. Well, now, you see there is 
something always changing in this problem. As far as 1 am con- 
cerned, our position has not changed as long as Red China contin- 
ues to do some of the things which we cannot possibly stomach, 
one of them being that after two years ago promising to give back 
all our prisoners, and people that we think are illegally held, they 
still will do nothing about it. And there are a good many other 
accusations of the same kind. 
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U.S, AIRMEN IN RUSSIA 


Q. WARREN W, UNNA, Washington Post: Mr. President, in 
regard to this, about two months agoone of our planes went down-- 

THE PRESIDENT: You will have to say that a little louder, 
please. 

Q. On this same subject, about two months ago one of our 
planes went down in Soviet Armenia, The Russians have returned 
six bodies -- eleven are still unaccounted for. What are we doing 
to clear up this picture? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, all you can do with a government 
such as the Soviets. You protest; you request for more informa- 
tion. So far it has not been forthcoming. 


AVOID DEFEAT? 


Q. SARAH McCLENDON, Manchester, N.H., Union Leader: 
Sir, | wonder if you feel, in looking back over this election, if you 
had keen more liberal, more conservative, more decisive in your 
actions somewhere along the line, if you could have avoided the 
defeats for your Party? 

THE PRESIDENT: This is what I think -- I tell you once 
more. For six solid years I have preached exactly what I 
preached in this campaign of last month -- or this month. You 
will remember in 1952 I was talking about unnecessary spending, 
believing that the national debt of our country had gotten to the point 
where it is going to be toohardto carry -- when we are paying $8 
billion for interest, when only 40 years ago our entire national 
budget was one and three-quarters billions -- we have got a 
problem that falls on our economy of suchkind, such an intensity, 
that all of us have got to wake up to this thing. As a matter of fact, 
if we can get this whole country just awakened to this particular 
danger and ready to dosomething about it, do their part about it -- 
I don’t mean -- no President, no senator, no Congress or, as a 
matter of fact, all of us together, can do this all at once. Every 
citizen has got to help. If we can do that, then this defeat in the 
long term of history will be completely forgottenand unimportant, 
because what we need is understanding. Now, right along the line, 
I know of nothing -- certainly I have never tried to kid anybody 
or to put anything in talk or speech in which I didn’t believe. I 
believe we have got a terrific problem and we have all got to help 
solve it. 


IF IKE COULD RUN AGAIN 


Q. WALTER T, RIDDER, Ridder Publications: Mr. Presi- 
dent, in view of the heavily opposition nature of Congress, do you 
believe it would strengthen your hand if there existed the possi- 
bility that you could run again? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, as a matter of fact, there would 
really be no possibility, even if there were not a constitutional 
thing, because when any man -- if I should decide -- I remarked 
a while ago, if the Lord spares me that long -- more than 70 
should not be in this office. Now, that I am certain of. 


MISSILES AND SPENDING 


Q. DOUGLASS CATER, JR.,Reporter Magazine: Mr. Presi- 
dent, in view of the fact that guided missiles will be coming into 
an operational phase in the near future, do you have any real hope 
that you can reduce or even maintain the level of Government 
spending in the next two years? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, this is what I believe: When guided 
missiles prove their efficiency, then certainly there must be some 
other kind of weapon that they are displacing. And if that is not 
true, then I will tell you we better go into a garrison state, because 
there is no other wayto meettheexpenses. Now that, I believe, is 
true: that they must not merely supplement older methods; they 
will have to displace. And if we cannot -- as a matter of fact, 
this is another thing we have been tryingto say -- if we are going 
to defend ourselves by what we called the ‘‘New Look’’ in 1953, we 
have got to do some good, hard-work thinking on the thing, and not 
just pile one weapon and one system of weapons on another and so 
in the long run break ourselves. 


IKE DISCOUR AGED? 


Q. MARVIN L, ARROWSMITH, Associated Press: Mr. Presi- 
dent, does the sort of thing that happened yesterday, the wide- 
spread Democratic victories, discourage you in your earlier views 
for molding the Republican Party along lines of what you called 
“*Modern Republicanism’’? 
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THE PRESIDENT: Well, first of all, I have defined ‘‘Modern 
Republicanism’’ a number of times: the Republican Party that is 
ready to meet modern problems in accordance with the basic prin- 
ciples or traditional principles of the Party. Now, I don’t believe 
that anyone who has such strong convictions as I do about certain 
things can afford to be discouraged. I had a very tough counter- 
attack once in Kasserine, and another in ‘‘The Bulge.’’ Well, if 
you’d got discouraged and saw in those things nothing but defeat and 
pessimism and didn’t have the strength, really, to look upon them 
as opportunities of some kind, then, indeed, you would be rather 
futile. So I don’t for one minute expect to be discouraged by them. 


SUPPORT FROM CONGRESS 


Q. HENRY N. TAYLOR, Scripps-Howard: Mr. President, sir, 
among the losers have been several Republicans who had opposed 
many of your foreign aid programs and some of your other pro- 
grams overseas, including Senator Bricker and Senator Malone, 
Do you think it will be easier or harder now to get congressional 
support for your programs overseas? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I wouldn’t predict onthat basis. As 
a matter of fact, as I recall, except for the single thing of the 
Bricker Amendment, I think he and I were normally pretty much 
in the same camp. Certainly we -- our conversations and discus- 
sions and conferences were alli on the friendliest basis, and that 
is my impression; although I am not going to look up the voting 
record. 


GENEVA TALKS 


Q. CHARLES E, SHUTT, Telenews: Sir, we are about to set 
down once again with the Russians in Geneva to discuss how to 
prevent a sneak attack upon one another. Is there anything new 
in this, sir, that might give us hope there might be some success 
coming from there? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, this morning is appearing some- 
where along about noon, I think -- I had the committee up -- Mr. 
Foster, General Weyland, and Dr. Kistiakowsky. They are coming 
up and we are going to have aconference before they start. And I 
say that is just starting on November 10th. 


SPENDING REPORTS 


Q. CLARK R, MOLLENHOFF, Des Moines Register: Mr. 
President, you have mentioned the spending in the Defense Depart- 
ment here as one of the important issues, and the General Account- 
ing Office, which is the watchdog on frauds and extravagance in 
the various agencies, has been barred from reports over in the 
Air Force and the Defense Department generally, and on this they 
claim that they have authority from you to withhold reports any 
time it is ‘‘inexpedient to do so.’’ I wonder if you have given that 
authority and if you feel that the GAO should have a full rein to go 
in and investigate all indications of fraud and extravagance. 

THE PRESIDENT: You are obviously talking about some 
special thing that I would have to study before I could make -- 
give an answer. I have stated this time and again: I believe that 
every investigating committee of the Congress, every office, au- 
diting office, like the GAO, should always have an opportunity to 
see official records if the security of our country is not involved. 

Q. Well, they claim this, Mr. President, under Executive 
privilege.... 

THE PRESIDENT: Go ahead. No, that’s all I have to say -- 
I told you that is all I had to say for the moment. 


TELEGRAPHED CANDIDATES 


Q. MARTIN AGRONSKY, NBC News: Mr. President, you said 
you phoned Mr. Rockefeller this morning. 

THE PRESIDENT: No, I didn’t phone him, I telegraphed him. 

Q. You telegraphed. Did youtelegraph any other Republicans, 
sir? : 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I got several -- some of them are 
still in draft form, but I am sending several. 

Q. Could you tell us who they are sir? 

Q. MARVIN L, ARROWSMITH, Associated Press: Thank you, 
Mr. President. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you. 





What’s Ahead? 





Dates are listed as released by sources and are sometimes subject to change. 


Committee Hearings 


Nov. 12, 14 -- NATIONAL WILDERNESS PRESERVA- 
TION SYSTEM (S 4028), Senate Interior and Insular 
Affairs, Salt Lake City, Utah, and Albuquerque, 
N.M, 

Nov. 12 -- FEDERAL REGULATORY AGENCIES (CAB, 
FTC, ICC and tentatively FCC), House Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, Legislative Oversight Subc. 
(resume hearings). 

Nov. 12-13 -- BALLISTIC MISSILE INFORMATION, re- 
lations between Air Force and General Accounting 
Office, House Government Operations, Government 
Information Subc. 

Nov. 12-14 -- PROBLEMS OF DOMESTIC TEXTILE 
INDUSTRY, Senate Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, New York City. (resume hearings). 

Nov. 13 -- LOGGING AND SAWMILL INDUSTRY 
PROBLEMS, Senate Small Business, Superior, 
Wis. 

Nov. 13-17 -- LABOR UNION SECONDARY BOYCOTTS, 
Senate Select Committee on Improper Activities in 
the Labor or Management Field. 

Nov. 17-21 -- TAXATION OF LIFE INSURANCE COM- 
PANIES, House Ways and Means, Internal Revenue 
Taxation Subc. 

Nov. 17-24 -- UTILIZATION OF GOVERNMENT -OWNED 
DEFENSE PLANTS, House Armed Services, Special 
Investigations Subc. 

Nov. 18-20 -- SUPPRESSION OF INFORMATION BY 
GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS, Senate Judiciary, Con- 
stitutional Rights Subc. 

Nov. 19 -- ARMED SERVICES BOARD OF CONTRACT 
APPEALS, House Armed Services, Special Investi- 
gations Subc. . 

Nov. 24, 25 -- JUVENILE DELINQUENTS AND ARMED 
FORCES, Senate Judiciary, Juvenile Delinquency 
Subc. 

Dec, 1-5 -- USE OF SCIENTISTS AND ENGINEERS IN 
DEFENSE EFFORT, House Post Office and Civil 
Service, Manpower Utilization Subc. 

Dec, 1-7 -- AMERICAN INVESTMENTS ABROAD, House 
Ways and Means, Foreign Trade Policy Subc. 

Dec. 8-11 -- PUBLIC POWER FOR COLUMBIA RIVER 
BASIN STATES, Senate Public Works, Flood Con- 
trol, Rivers and Harbors Subc., Portland, Ore., 
Seattle, Wash., Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, and Kalispell, 
Mont. 

Dec. 9-11 -- JUVENILE DELINQUENTS AND FORESTRY 
CAMPS, Senate Judiciary, Juvenile Delinquency 
Subc. 


Elections 
Nov. 25 -- Alaska general elections. 


CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY 


Other Events 


Nov. 4-Dec. 5 -- UNESCO, 10th general conference of 
the UN Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organiz- 
ation, Paris. 

Nov. 10-13 -- NATIONAL ASSN, OF REAL ESTATE 
BOARDS, 5lst annual convention, San Francisco, 
Calif. 

Nov. 10 -- SPEECH BY PRESIDENT EISENHOWER to 
Southeast Asia Columbo Plan nations, Seattle, Wash. 

Nov. 10 -- UNITED BROTHERHOOD OF CARPENTERS 
AND JOINERS OF AMERICA (AFL-CIO), annual 
convention, St. Louis, Mo. 

Nov. 10-12 -- GROCER Y MANUFACTURERS OF AMER - 
ICA INC., annual meeting, Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, 
New York, N.Y. 

Nov. 10-13 -- WORLD MARKET PRICES OF LEAD AND 
ZINC, United Nations trade experts, Geneva, Switzer- 
land. 

Nov. 12-16 -- NATO, 4th annual parliamentary confer- 
ence, Paris. 

Nov. 17-18 -- AMERICAN BANKERS ASSN., 7th national 
agricultural credit conference, Sheraton Fontenelle 
Hotel, Omaha, Neb. 

Nov. 17-19 -- NATIONAL FOREIGN TRADE COUNCIL, 
45th national convention, Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, 
New York, N.Y. 

Nov. 19-21 -- NATIONAL RECLAMATION ASSN., 27th 
annual meeting, Rice Hotel, Houston, Texas. 

Nov. 22-25 -- AMERICAN ASSN. FOR THE UNITED 
NATIONS, first biennial convention, Hotel Roosevelt, 
New York City. 

Nov. 24, 25 -- NATIONAL CONFERENCE ON METRO- 
POLITAN GROWTH, sponsored by the Chamber of 
Commerce of the U.S,, Sheraton-Park Hotel, Wash- 
ington, D.C, 

Nov. 25 -- National corn price support referendum. 

Nov. 30-Dec. 3 -- AMERICAN MUNICIPAL ASSN., 35th 
annual congress, Boston, Mass. 

Dec. 1-2 -- NATIONAL ASSN, OF MUTUAL SAVINGS 
BANKS, 12th annual midyear meeting, Commodore 
Hotel, New York City, speech by Chairman Wilbur D. 
Mills (D Ark.) of the House Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, 

Dec. 8-11 -- AMERICAN FARM BUREAU, annual con- 
vention, Statler Hotel, Boston, Mass. 

Dec. 8-11 -- VEGETABLE GROWERS ASSN, OF AMER - 
ICA, annual convention, Hotel Cleveland and Public 
Auditorium, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Dec, 13 -- NATIONAL FOOD BROKERS ASSN,, national 
food sales conference, Chicago, Ill. 

Jan. 14-17 -- AMERICAN NATIONAL CATTLEMEN’S 
ASSN., national convention, Omaha, Neb. 
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The Week In Congress 











Democratic Sweep The Nov. 4 election gave the Democratic party its 


largest majorities since the days of President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, and the Republicans a stunning defeat. A record turnout at 
the polls broadened further the sweep that began in Maine’s September election 
and brought defeat to many GOP stalwarts. In the aftermath of the upheaval 
President Eisenhower said the election was a victory for ‘‘spenders’’ and vowed he 
would fight with all his might against ‘‘our loose handling of our fiscal affairs.’’ 





(Page 1399) 
The New Senate 


The new Senate will have 62 Democrats and 34 Re- 
publicans -- a Democratic gain of 13. This is the 
Democrats’ highest total since 1940, when they held 
66 seats. And the Democrats further hope to bolster 
their control by another two seats in the Nov. 25 
Alaska election. Republican Senators who went down 
in defeat included Bricker of Ohio, Watkins of Utah 
and Malone of Nevada. The hard-hit GOP found some 
solace in the Senate victories of Reps. Keating of 
New York and Scott of Pennsylvania, as well as the 
surprise win of Sen. Goldwater of Arizona. (Page 
1407) 


House Cleaning 


The indicated lineup of House seats in the 86th Con- 
gress is 282 Democrats and 153 Republicans -- a net 
gain of 47 seats for the Democrats, and still not 
finally settled are contests in Illinois and California. 
Democrats lost only one seat to the GOP, with the 
defeat of Coya Knutson in Minnesota. A surprise 
defeat was that of Brooks Hays of Arkansas by an 
independent, write-in candidate. The lineup of House 
seats inthe 85th Congress was 235 Democrats and 200 
Republicans, and the Democratic victories on Nov. 4 
gives the party its highest total since 1936, when 331 
seats were held. (Page 1410) 


Back in the States... 


The Republicans won one of the biggest plums in the 
gubernatorial elections, with Nelson Rockefeller’s 
victory over Gov. Harriman, but the Democrats still 
came out ahead with34governorships to the Repub- 
cans’ 14, The Democratic total includes Nebraska, 
where uncounted absentee ballots could upset an ap- 
parent victory. The GOP also gained governors in 
Arizona, Oregon and Rhode Island, but Democrats 
took control in California, Maryland, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Mexico, Ohio, South Dakota, Wisconsin 
and Wyoming. (Page 1412) 
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The Women 


The fair sex fared well in the election, and 
17 women will sit in the 86th Congress -- 16 in 
the House, one in the Senate. That’s one more 
than served in the 85th Congress and equal to the 
record-setting 17 in the 84th. Eight Republicans 
and eight Democrats won House seats, but each 
party lost one incumbent -- Reps. Coya Knutson 
(D Minn.) and Cecil M, Harden (R Ind.). Three 
newcomers will jointhe GOP women’s ranks, and 
the Democrats are holding their breath duringa 
recount on Mrs. Rudd Brown’s attempt to oust 
Rep. Hiestand in California. (Page 1434) 


Labor Gains 


Labor found a lot to cheer about after the election 
returns came in. First of all, the Democratic tide 
carried most of its old friends back into office and 
drowned such old foes as Sen. John W., Bricker (R 
Ohio) and Arthur V, Watkins (R Utah), And the make- 
up of the House and Senate promised action on several 
of labor’s legislative goals. George Meany, AFL-CIO 
president, promptly called for revision of the Taft- 
Hartley Act so states could not outlaw the union shop. 
His words came shortly after voters in five out of 
six states turned down right-to-work referenda ap- 
pearing on their ballots. (Page 1405) 


Legislative Outlook 


President Eisenhower’s 1954 prediction of a ‘‘cold 
war’’ between a Republican Administration and a 
Democratic Congress may yet come to pass. Two 
main factors in the 86th Congress indicate clearer 
battle lines, more aggressive tendencies: the Demo- 
crats now have nearly a2-to-1 margin in both Senate 
and House; the 1960 Presidential election is just over 
the horizon. The legislative outlook therefore indi- 
cates strong Democratic pressure for some favorite 
legislation which the President opposes. (Page 1403) 
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